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• What are the phases of strongly interacting matter, 
and what roles do they play in the cosmos? 
• What is the internal landscape of the nucleons?
• What does QCD predict for the properties of 
strongly interacting matter?
• What governs the transition of quarks and gluons 
into pions and nucleons?
• What is the role of gluons and gluon self-
interactions in nucleons and nuclei? 
• What determines the key features of QCD, and 
what is their relation to the nature of gravity and 
spacetime? 
Nuclei and Nuclear Astrophysics
• What is the nature of the nuclear force that binds 
protons and neutrons into stable nuclei and rare 
isotopes? 
• What is the origin of simple patterns in complex 
nuclei? 
• What is the nature of neutron stars and dense 
nuclear matter?
• What is the origin of the elements in the cosmos? 
• What are the nuclear reactions that drive stars and 
stellar explosions?
Fundamental Symmetries and Neutrinos 
• What is the nature of the neutrinos, what are their 
masses, and how have they shaped the evolution of 
the universe? 
• Why is there now more visible matter than antimat-
ter in the universe? 
• What are the unseen forces that were present at the 






























































































































































































































We recommend completion of the 12 GeV 
CeBAF Upgrade at Jefferson Lab. The Upgrade 
will enable new insights into the structure of the 
nucleon, the transition between the hadronic 
and quark/gluon descriptions of nuclei, and 

















We recommend construction of the Facility for 
Rare isotope Beams (FRiB), a world-leading 
facility for the study of nuclear structure, reac-
tions, and astrophysics. experiments with the 
new isotopes produced at FRiB will lead to a 
comprehensive description of nuclei, elucidate 
the origin of the elements in the cosmos, pro-
vide an understanding of matter in the crust of 
neutron stars, and establish the scientific foun-
dation for innovative applications of nuclear 






















We recommend a targeted program of experi-
ments to investigate neutrino properties and 
fundamental symmetries. These experiments 
aim to discover the nature of the neutrino, 
yet-unseen violations of time-reversal sym-
metry, and other key ingredients of the New 
Standard model of fundamental interactions. 
Construction of a Deep Underground Science 
and engineering Laboratory is vital to U.S. 





















The experiments at the Relativistic Heavy ion 
Collider have discovered a new state of mat-
ter at extreme temperature and density—a 
quark-gluon plasma that exhibits unexpected, 
almost perfect liquid dynamical behavior. We 
recommend implementation of the RHiC ii 
luminosity upgrade, together with detector 
improvements, to determine the properties of 












































We recommend the allocation of resources to 
develop accelerator and detector technology neces-
sary to lay the foundation for a polarized electron-
ion Collider. The eiC would explore the new QCD 
frontier of strong color fields in nuclei and precisely 




















recommend the funding of finite-duration, multi-institu-
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support of proposal-driven accelerator Research and 















struction of GRetA should begin upon successful com-
pletion of GRetiNA. This gamma-ray energy tracking 
array will enable full exploitation of compelling science 






































































































(1) the enhancement of existing programs and the incep-
tion of new ones that address the goals of increasing the 
visibility of nuclear science in undergraduate education 
and the involvement of undergraduates in research; and 
(2) the development and dissemination of materials and 
hands-on activities that demonstrate core nuclear science 
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Quantum Chromodynamics: From the Structure of 







•	 What are the phases of strongly interacting matter 























•	 What does QCD predict for the properties of 









•	 What governs the transition of quarks and gluons 










•	 What is the role of gluons and gluon self-interac-










•	 What determines the key features of QCD, and 




















































































•	 Recent measurements further constrained the 










•	 The charge distribution of the neutron was mapped 
precisely and with high resolution. The.measure-
ments.confirmed.that.the.neutron.has.a.positively.
charged.core.and.a.negatively.charged.pion.cloud .
•	 The era of precision predictions from numerical 
solutions of QCD—lattice QCD—in the quark 






•	 Precision measurements of mirror symmetry (par-
ity) violation in electron scattering set tight upper 
constraints on the contributions of strange quarks 







QCd and the Structure of hadrons

•	 Pioneering measurements have produced initial 
constraints on generalized parton distributions 









•	 Sizable spin-orbit correlations were found to affect 
both the quark distributions within the proton and 









•	 Three-nucleon short-range correlations in nuclei 






























































QCD and the Structure of Hadrons
cal.methods.and.modeling.are.indispensable ..Advances.in.
all.these.directions.have.been.significant.in.the.past.years.to.
address.the.question:.what does QCD predict for the prop-























































































Figure 2.1: Mass from nothing. In QCD a quark’s effective mass depends 
on its momentum. The function describing this can be calculated and is 
depicted here. Numerical simulations of lattice QCD (data, at two different 
bare masses) have confirmed model predictions (solid curves) that the vast 
bulk of the constituent mass of a light quark comes from a cloud of gluons 
that are dragged along by the quark as it propagates. In this way, a quark 
that appears to be absolutely massless at high energies (m = 0, red curve) 
acquires a large constituent mass at low energies.
QCD and the Structure of Hadrons
From Lattice QCD to Hadronic Structure 
and Hot Nuclear matter 
Structure from QCD
How does the observed structure of 
nucleons and other hadrons arise from 
QCD? How does the spin of the nucleon 
arise from its constituent quarks and 
gluons? What role do the strange quarks 
play in the nucleon’s structure? What is the 
spectrum of excited states of the nucleon 
predicted by QCD? What is the nature 
of the nucleon-nucleon and hyperon-
nucleon interaction? What happens to 
nuclear matter when you compress and 
heat it? These questions go to the heart of 
our understanding of the strong interac-
tion and can now be addressed numeri-























QCD is the accepted theory of the 
strong interactions, describing matter in 
terms of quarks and gluons. Unfortunately, 
while the QCD equations are simple to 
write down, they are very hard to solve 
in any purely mathematical way, largely 
because the quarks and gluons interact 
strongly with each other. Lattice QCD is 
a technique to solve QCD numerically 
instead. The idea is to replace continuous 
spacetime with a grid, or lattice, of points, 
and to model the motion of the quarks and 
gluons as a series of hops from one lattice 
point to the next. In lattice QCD one can 
vary parameters such as the quark masses, 
or the number of quark colors, and see 
how hadrons respond—“experiments” not 
possible in the real world. 
Back to the Real World 
By making the lattice fine enough and 
by adjusting quark masses to their physical 
values, physicists can learn about hadrons 
in the real world of smooth and continu-
ous spacetime. They can then test the 
accuracy of these calculations by compar-
ing lattice results with experimental data 
on, say, the charge distribution in the 
nucleon (see page 20, bottom left), or the 
contribution of quarks to the nucleon spin. 
Scientists can also make predictions for 
hadronic properties not readily accessible 
to experiment.








































Reliable predictions of nucleon struc-
ture and the properties of hot and dense 
QCD matter require calculations with 
physical (that is, small) quark masses and 





Putting the Heat On 
By using asymmetric lattices, 
theorists can simulate systems 
of quarks and gluons at nonzero 
temperature. In its early days, for 
example, lattice QCD predicted 
the existence of the quark-gluon 
plasma, which would announce 
its existence through a dramatic 
jump in the energy density of QCD 
matter at a “critical” temperature 
of about 170 MeV (~2×1012 K; see 
bottom, right). This prediction moti-
vated the start of an experimental 
heavy-ion program to discover this 
form of matter. Advances in lattice 
QCD techniques and computing 
power have since enabled increas-
ingly accurate determinations 
of the transition temperature, as 
well as the quark-gluon plasma 
equation of state and a variety of observ-
ables that provide a detailed microscopic 
picture of the matter created in heavy-ion 
collisions. A recent breakthrough has been 
the development of algorithms to simulate 


































only be done on supercomputers in 
the 10–100 Teraflops class, capable 
of executing tens of trillions of 
arithmetic operations per second. 
To achieve this goal, DOE has sup-
ported supercomputers dedicated 
to lattice QCD calculations, includ-
ing both large computer clusters 
and an innovative computer, the 
QCDOC machine, designed and 
built by physicists for QCD. The 
unique and innovative technical 
solutions to key design problems 
in the QCDOC, developed in close 
collaboration with scientists at IBM, 
turned out to be extremely useful 
also for more general applications. 
They were adopted in the develop-
ment of the world’s currently most 
powerful commercially available 
supercomputer, the Blue Gene/L, 
by IBM. Advances in lattice QCD have thus 
helped to re-establish U.S. leadership in the 
critically important field of high-capability 
computing and thereby enhance our inter-
national competitiveness.


























































































view, it can arise in principle from spin alignment of gluons, 
or from orbital motion of quarks and/or gluons—is ongoing 
and involves experiments over a broad range of energies with 
both lepton and hadron beams. Solving the puzzle of the 
proton’s missing spin is essential to understanding how the 
constituent quarks of the naïve quark model are related to 
the actual quarks and gluons probed in high-energy experi-
ments. Several important milestones have been achieved since 
the 2002 Long Range Plan, but final resolution of the puzzle 
will require quite a bit more data and even a new accelera-
tor facility. Along the path to a solution, great advances have 
been made in delineating the distinct information about the 
nucleon structure and the dynamics of hadron formation 
provided by probing quark spin preferences both along and 
transverse to the proton’s motion.
Quark and Antiquark Helicity Preferences. There have 
been two significant recent achievements in clarifying how 
quark and antiquark preferences for spin orientation in the 
direction of the nucleon’s motion compare with that of the 
parent nucleon itself. At JLAB, DIS from a polarized 3He 
target has improved measurements of valence quark contribu-
tions to the neutron’s spin structure by an order of magni-
tude. The results (see figure 2.3) imply that the up (down) 
quark’s preference to spin opposite to the spin of its parent 
neutron (proton) persists to higher momentum fractions than 
originally anticipated. The nucleon structure models that best 
reproduce these new results attribute an appreciable por-
tion of the nucleon spin to orbital motion of valence quarks, 
neglected in the naïve quark model. These models will be 
tested more extensively in similar experiments that require 
the 12 GeV CEBAF Upgrade. 
In the HERMES experiment at DESY the coincident 
production of pions and kaons in polarized deep-inelastic 
scattering has suggested that strange quarks in the nucleon’s 
“sea” contribute little to the spin of the nucleon. The same 
data also provide the first information on the differences in 
helicity preferences between up and down antiquarks in 
the sea. However, these data are not yet sufficiently precise 
to provide a stringent test of structure models that predict 
significant differences. More definitive measurements of these 
flavor-dependent polarization differences in the sea should 
be provided by future measurements at RHIC of interme-
diate vector boson production in polarized proton-proton 
collisions. 
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values where we have no information at all about this ratio. 
Together with advances in lattice QCD, these measurements 
will allow nuclear physicists to reach a comprehensive under-
standing of the distribution of quarks in the valence region of 
the nucleon. 
The Spin Structure of Protons and Neutrons
One of the great early successes of the quark model was its 
apparently simple account of the intrinsic magnetism of the 
proton as arising from the spin alignment of three point-like 
valence or “constituent” quarks. This naïve view is in stark 
contrast with the results of two decades of subsequent mea-
surements of the deep-inelastic scattering of spin-polarized 
electron or muon beams from charged partons inside a 
spin-polarized proton. These experiments demonstrate clearly 
that the spins of all the quarks and antiquarks combine to 
account for only about 30% of the proton’s overall spin. The 
quest for the origin of the missing spin—in this partonic 
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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JLab projected data 
Figure 2.2: Projected measurement of the ratio of d- and u-quark 
momentum distributions, d(x)/u(x), at large quark momentum fraction x, 
made possible by the 12 GeV CEBAF Upgrade. The shaded band represents 
the uncertainty in existing measurements arising from the motion and 
binding of nucleons in a deuterium nucleus.
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Gluon Helicity Preferences. Since the last Long Range 
Plan, the era of direct measurements of gluon spin preferences 
has been launched. Because the gluons carry no electrical 
charge, reactions directly sensitive to QCD interactions 
are required. This is accomplished by making use of high-
energy polarized proton collisions at RHIC, and studying 
the production of jets of hadrons (signaling a scattered quark 
or gluon), individual pions, or high-energy photons. It has 
Figure 2.3: The top panel illustrates the preferred spin orientations of the 
up, down, and strange quarks and antiquarks within a polarized proton. 
The bottom panel shows a sample of the data from which we have gained 
this insight: the fractional polarization of down quarks in the proton is 
negative (i.e., pointing against the proton’s spin direction) at each value 
of the quark’s momentum fraction x at which measurements have been 
made. The curves correspond to different model expectations. The solid 
squares indicate the projected precision of the measurements enabled by 
the 12 GeV CEBAF Upgrade and JLAB. It is widely expected that the down-
quark polarization will change sign as x reaches unity; the 12-GeV data will 










































Figure 2.4:  Constraints on the gluon contribution to the proton’s spin 
from data collected in 200-GeV polarized proton collisions at RHIC in 2006. 
The curves show the quality of QCD fit as a function of gluon spin contri-
bution to the proton (in units of spin where the proton’s spin is 1/2)  based 
on results from neutral π production from PHENIX (blue curve), jet produc-
tion from STAR (red curve), and combined data sets (green curve). The 
analyses are done for one model of the gluon polarization as a function 
of momentum fraction. Uncertainties from the theoretical analysis are not 
included. Assuming that the model is correct in the regions of momentum 
fractions outside the range covered by the present data, the net gluon 
spin contribution seems to lie between small positive and sizable nega-
tive (opposite proton spin) values.  Future RHIC spin measurements are 
expected to improve the constraints further.
been demonstrated that the measured probabilities for each 
of these processes to occur is quantitatively understood with 
perturbative QCD, thus providing a robust theoretical basis 
for extracting gluon polarizations from measured spin effects. 
Preliminary results from the most recent measurements in 
2006, shown in figure 2.4, clearly rule out previous theoreti-
cal speculations that the small net quark polarization may 
have accompanied a gluon contribution exceeding 100% of 
the proton spin. However, these data still allow a broad range 
of possibilities. The CERN experiment COMPASS supports 
these RHIC spin results using a different process (muon-
induced production of hadron pairs) to access the gluon 
helicity. Considerably improved constraints are anticipated 
with future RHIC measurements at high collision ener-
gies involving coincidences between pairs of jets or photons 
and jets. It is conceivable that an appreciable fraction of the 
nucleon spin resides in weakly polarized, but very highly 
abundant, gluons that carry less than 1% of the nucleon 
momentum. Such soft gluons are beyond the kinematic 
reach of RHIC, so that testing this possibility awaits a future 
Electron-Ion Collider.
Spin Sum Rules. On general grounds, sum rules connect 
the static properties of a system to a weighted sum of its 
dynamical excitation spectrum. The derivation of sum rules 
is often model independent and serves as a powerful tool to 
investigate the underlying theory. In the case of the proton 
or neutron spin, a well-known example is the Bjorken sum 
rule, which at very short distance scale (or large momentum 
transfer scale) connects the first moment of the difference 
between the proton and neutron spin structure to the nucleon 
axial vector coupling constant as measured in neutron beta 
decay. The Bjorken sum rule offered one of the cleanest tests 
of QCD, and its verification was the highlight of the deep-
inelastic scattering experimental programs at CERN and 
SLAC in the previous decade. At very long distance scale (or 
zero momentum transfer), this sum rule is replaced by the 
more recently measured Gerasimov-Drell-Hearn sum rule, 
where the first moment is related to the difference between 
the anomalous magnetic moments of the proton and the 
neutron.
More recently, the precision results from JLAB on the 
proton and the neutron over a wide range of momentum 
transfers provided, for the first time, a comprehensive land-
scape of the nucleon (longitudinal) spin structure. The data 
show a smooth transition from intermediate to short distance 
scales, with a transition to values consistent with perturba-
tive QCD at a much larger distance scale than expected. At 
the largest distance scales, chiral perturbation theory makes 
predictions for the spin sum rules that are being tested with 
these new data. The first moment of the nucleon’s transverse 
spin structure was predicted to be zero for all distance scales, 
which is consistent with the data within the experimental 
uncertainties. Higher moments will allow access to the 
nucleon’s “color polarizabilities” at large-distance scales and 
spin polarizabilities at small-distance scales. These intrinsic 
nucleon properties describe the ability of the nucleon’s con-
stituents to generate a color magnetic field along the direction 
of its spin, or to resist a change of motion under an external 
electromagnetic field. They will be measured with two newly 
planned experiments at JLAB and be computed using lattice 
QCD techniques.
Quark Transverse Spin Preferences and Orbital Angular 
Momentum. Gluons, like the photons in a laser beam, can 
have their intrinsic spin pointing along or opposite but not 
transverse to their motion. Gluon spin alignment thus can-
not contribute to the transverse spin of a moving proton. 
The Glue at the Heart of Matter
Gluons are Majority “Silent 
Partners” in Ordinary Matter 
Ironically enough, much of the mass of the visible 
universe comes from particles that are not only massless 
themselves, but can never even be observed in isolation. 
These “gluons” play an apparently selfless role as the “glue” 
that binds quarks together inside protons, neutrons, and 
all atomic nuclei. But they have the unusual property of 
interacting strongly with themselves—a fact that gives 
rise to the many unique features of quantum chromody-
namics, the fundamental field theory for quark and gluon 
interactions. In particular, the gluon’s self-interactions cause 
them to become overwhelmingly abundant inside protons 
(see below), with a cumulative energy that dominates the 
proton’s total mass and energy. 
What QCD Giveth, QCD Taketh Away
This gluon abundance shows up in the experimental 
results quite consistently, growing rapidly as protons are 
probed with increasing spatial resolution and with increas-
ing sensitivity to gluons carrying smaller fractions of proton 
energy. As their spatial density increases, moreover, the 
probability that two gluons recombine into one becomes 
comparable to that for one gluon to split in two. This sug-
24 QCD and the Structure of Hadrons
   CTEQ 6.5 parton
distribution functions
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The number density of gluons and of various types of quarks and anti-
quarks inside the proton, as a function of momentum fraction carried 
by the quark or gluon (parton). The curves are from fits to high-energy 
scattering data. The width of each band represents the uncertainty.
gests that the competition between these two pro-
cesses will eventually lead to a saturation of the gluon 
density—a prediction that suggests in turn that protons, 
neutrons, and all atomic nuclei should have the same 
appearance when viewed at sufficiently high energy. In 
effect, they would each become a glob of glue behaving 
as a single entity with universal properties. Discovering 
this universal gluonic matter is a major long-term goal 
of nuclear physics. Achieving that goal will require a 
future Electron-Ion Collider. In the meantime, however, 
our existing QCD laboratories have begun to clarify two 
other manifestations of gluon physics: their contribu-
tion to the proton’s spin and their role in excitations of 
matter.
The Glue in the Proton’s Spin 
Quarks, gluons, and protons all have intrinsic spin, 
which is a kind of internal angular momentum. For 
example, the proton’s spin is the source of its inher-
ent magnetism, which is exploited in MRI imaging. But 
where does the proton’s spin come from? Presumably it 
is just the sum of all the contributions from all of its quark 
and gluon constituents. Yet recent experiments show 
that no more than 30% of the total can come from spins 
of the quarks and antiquarks alone. So how much of the 
rest comes from the gluons? Since the last Long Range 
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answer that question. At RHIC, this quest utilizes multi-
tasking detectors built to analyze the daunting debris 
when two ultra-relativistic heavy nuclei collide. The 
gluon spin studies focus on such simple events as in the 
figure above, where two proton beams with controlled 
spin orientations produce high-energy quarks or gluons. 
In complementary studies at HERA and CERN, electron 
or muon beams yield photons that may fuse with gluons 
in a spin-polarized proton target. Results over the next 
few years may reveal how much of the missing spin is 
quantitatively accounted for by gluons.
Gluon Vibrations 
The profound role of gluons remains hidden in 
ordinary matter because the quantum numbers of the 
particles found there are not altered by the presence 
of glue. But the exposure can be improved in certain 
“exotic” mesons, where QCD predicts that gluon “vibra-
tions” built on quark-antiquark (q – q–)  states lead to 
otherwise impossible quantum number combinations. 
These exotic particles should be excited most cleanly by 
beams of photons, which couple to mesons with parallel 
q and q–  spins. Their discovery is a prime motivation 
for the new experimental Hall D planned as part of the 
12 GeV CEBAF Upgrade.
r [fm]






























Figure 2.5: On the left is the distribution of the charge within the neutron, the combined result of experiments around the 
globe that use polarization techniques in electron scattering. On the right is that of the (much larger) proton distribution for 
reference. The widths of the colored bands represent the uncertainties. A decade ago, as described in the 1999 NRC report 
(The Core of Matter, the Fuel of Stars, National Academies Press [1999]), our knowledge of neutron structure was quite limited and 
unable to constrain calculations, but as promised, advances in polarization techniques led to substantial improvement.
But quarks can have a transverse spin preference, denoted as 
transversity. Because of effects of relativity, transversity’s rela-
tion to the nucleon’s transverse spin orientation differs from 
the corresponding relationship for spin components along its 
motion. Quark transversity measures a distinct property of 
nucleon structure—associated with the breaking of QCD’s 
fundamental chiral symmetry—from that probed by helicity 
preferences. The first measurement of quark transversity has 
recently been made by the HERMES experiment, exploiting 
a spin sensitivity in the formation of hadrons from scattered 
quarks discovered in electron-positron collisions by nuclear 
scientists in the BELLE Collaboration at KEK in Japan.
Fueled by new experiments and dramatic recent advances 
in theory, the entire subject of transverse spin sensitivities in 
QCD interactions has undergone a worldwide renaissance. 
In contrast to decades-old expectations, sizable sensitiv-
ity to the transverse spin orientation of a proton has been 
observed in both deep-inelastic scattering experiments with 
hadron coincidences at HERMES and in hadron production 
in polarized proton-proton collisions at RHIC. The latter 
echoed an earlier result from Fermilab at lower energies, 
where perturbative QCD was not thought to be applicable. 
At HERMES, but not yet definitively at RHIC, measure-
ments have disentangled the contributions due to quark 
transverse spin preferences and transverse motion preferences 
within a transversely polarized proton. The motional prefer-
ences are intriguing because they require spin-orbit correla-
tions within the nucleon’s wave function, and may thereby 
illuminate the original spin puzzle. Attempts are ongoing to 
achieve a unified understanding of a variety of transverse spin 
measurements, and further experiments are planned at RHIC 
and JLAB, with the aim of probing the orbital motion of 
quarks and gluons separately.
The GPDs obtained from deep exclusive high-energy 
reactions provide independent access to the contributions 
of quark orbital angular momentum to the proton spin. As 
described further below, these reaction studies are a promi-
nent part of the science program of the 12 GeV CEBAF 
Upgrade, providing the best promise for deducing the orbital 
contributions of valence quarks.
The Spatial Structure of Protons and Neutrons
Following the pioneering measurements of the proton 
charge distribution by Hofstadter at Stanford in the 1950s, 
experiments have revealed the proton’s internal makeup with 
ever-increasing precision, largely through the use of electron 
scattering. The spatial structure of the nucleon reflects in 
QCD the distributions of the elementary quarks and gluons, 
as well as their motion and spin polarization.
Charge and Magnetization Distributions of Protons and 
Neutrons. The fundamental quantities that provide the 
simplest spatial map of the interior of neutrons and protons 
are the electromagnetic form factors, which lead to a picture 
of the average spatial distributions of charge and magnetism. 
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Historically, their determination has come mainly from 
unpolarized electron scattering experiments. In the past two 
decades, substantial advances in high-intensity polarized 
beams, high-polarization targets, and polarimetry have led 
to a new class of precision measurements of the neutron and 
proton electric and magnetic form factors. At the time of the 
2002 Long Range Plan, polarization-based experiments at 
JLAB had discovered, in stark contrast to what had previ-
ously been recorded in textbooks based on unpolarized scat-
tering, that the proton’s charge and magnetism distributions 
are quite different. The discrepancy in the results from the 
two methods is now thought to arise from subtle “two-pho-
ton” contributions, which obscured the interpretation of the 
unpolarized scattering results. Future experiments compar-
ing the scattering of electrons and positrons with the aim to 
directly determine the two-photon contributions are planned 
at JLAB, at the VEPP-3 facility in Novosibirsk, Russia, and 
at DESY.
A comparably precise determination of the neutron’s spa-
tial structure has been much harder to achieve because of the 
absence of a free neutron target. But, the combined results 
of polarization experiments at JLAB, the Mainz Microtron 
Institute, and the MIT-Bates Laboratory have changed the 
situation. The neutron’s charge distribution (together with 
that of the proton for comparison) is shown in figure 2.5. 
These results clearly identify the neutron’s positively charged 
interior and negatively charged halo, consistent with the view 
that the nucleon’s structure is strongly influenced by a cloud 
of paired-up, light quark-antiquark pairs, the pions. As we 
look toward the next decade, experiments will probe ever 
shorter distance scales, going into a regime where the details 
of, for example, the quark orbital motion will play a more 
significant role. Such measurements remain the only source 
of information about quark distributions at small transverse 
distance scales. The differences between proton and neutron 
form factors represent an important benchmark for lattice 
QCD calculations. 
The Role of Strange Quarks. The role of strange quarks in 
the structure of neutrons and protons has been a subject of 
intense theoretical and experimental interest over the last 
two decades. Quark-antiquark pairs and gluons from the 
sea account for the vast majority of the mass of the nucleon. 
However, the virtual character of the quark-antiquark 
pairs means they cannot contribute to properties such as 
overall charge. They can, however, contribute to the local 
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Figure 2.6: The worldwide program of parity violating electron-scattering 
data at Q2~0.1 GeV2 that constrain the electric (vertical axis) and magnetic 
(horizontal axis) contributions of strange quarks to the proton’s charge 
(magnetism) at large spatial distances (low Q2). The solid ellipse represents 
a fit to the data shown, incorporating Standard Model radiative correc-
tions. The dashed ellipse includes additional data at short distance and 
removes Standard Model constraints on the nucleon axial form factors. 
Also shown, as a plus symbol, is a calculation that incorporates methods 
from lattice QCD.
charge distribution, and thus to the nucleon’s form factors. 
Strange quarks, normally not thought of as being part of a 
nucleon, can contribute in this way to the nucleon’s proper-
ties by modifying the internal distribution of its charge and 
magnetism.
Experiments have been underway to identify strange-
quark contributions, using polarized electrons scattered from 
unpolarized targets. The experiments look for tiny changes in 
the scattering of electrons when the beam spin is reversed, a 
violation of the parity, or “mirror,” symmetry that is attrib-
utable to the weak force. They thus measure the weak force 
equivalent of the charge and magnetism distributions, which 
can be combined with the precision electromagnetic data to 
disentangle the strange-quark contributions. JLAB has car-
ried out the most sensitive of these experiments to date. The 
combined results allow the possibility of separating the elec-
tric and magnetic contributions for the first time, as shown 
in figure 2.6. Taken together, they place tight constraints on 
the strange-quark contributions: less than 5% of the spatial 
Femto-photography of the Proton: Catching the Quarks in Action
Quarks in Orbit 
How do the quarks and gluons account 
for the proton’s spin? We know that the 
quark spins account for at most a third of 
it. Yet recent data suggest that the gluons’ 
contribution is also small. If that is the case, 
then where is the rest of the spin? Only 
one possibility remains: the orbital angular 
momentum of the quarks and gluons. 
There is considerable evidence that quarks 
do indeed reside in organized orbits within 
the proton. But the challenge is to catch 
them in action and actually measure this 
motion. Experimenters are approach-
ing the problem using two different 
techniques.
Swing to the Left, Swing 
to the Right 
In 2003, the HERMES experiment at 
DESY observed a strange phenomenon: 
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crashes headlong into a proton whose spin 
is pointing upward, the positively charged 
pions produced in the collision prefer to 
head off to the beam’s left. Other final-
state particles have different preferences. 
Vigorous theoretical work over the past five 
years has established a rigorous connec-
tion between these left-right asymmetries 
and the orbital motion of the quarks within 
the proton. In effect, one is seeing that 
motion firsthand: fast π+ mesons (whose 
quark substructure is ud–) obtain their 
impetus to fly off to beam-left from the 
orbital motion of up and antidown quarks 
around the proton’s spin direction. New 
data obtained from RHIC, JLAB, DESY, and 
CERN provide clearer pictures of just what 
the quarks are doing within the proton. 
However, to map out these new spin-orbit 
distribution functions with any sort of 
precision will require a great deal more 
data—data that only the 12 GeV CEBAF 
Upgrade and the proposed Electron-Ion 
Collider can provide.
Photographs at the 
Femtometer Scale 
One of the most fascinating possibilities 
of modern electron-scattering experi-
ments is that they can measure the spatial 
distribution of quarks and gluons, provid-
ing actual three-dimensional images of 
the proton at the femtometer scale. The 
reconstruction of spatial images from 
scattering experiments by way of Fourier 
transform of the observed scattering 
pattern is a technique widely used in phys-
ics, e.g., in X-ray scattering from crystals. 
Recently, it was discovered how to extend 
this technique to the spatial distribution of 
quarks and gluons within the proton, using 
processes that probe the proton at a tiny 
resolution scale. The spatial distribution 
of the partons is encoded in the general-
ized parton distributions, a rich formalism 
that both unifies existing descriptions of 
proton structure and takes a giant step into 
unknown territory. Mapping out the GPDs 
is an ambitious program that requires the 
energies and high luminosities of the 12 
GeV CEBAF Upgrade and, for the gluons, 
a future Electron-Ion Collider. Are the up 
quarks, the down quarks, and the gluons 
in the proton equally distributed in space? 
Are the quarks more polarized in the center 
than at the periphery? Answers to ques-
tions like these await and will revolutionize 
our knowledge of proton structure. Finally, 
encoded in the GPDs is yet another secret: 
the orbital angular momentum of the 
quarks and gluons. With the GPDs, we not 
only obtain still photographs of the quarks, 
but we catch them in action as well.
Left-right asymmetries sensitive to quark orbital motion for π + (ud–), 
π – (du–), and K + (us–) mesons produced from a transversely polarized 
target. The asymmetries are shown as a function of the fraction x of 
the proton’s momentum carried by the struck quark. The difference 
between the π+, π –, and K+ asymmetries reveals that quarks and 
antiquarks of different flavor are orbiting in different ways within the 
proton.
distributions of the proton’s magnetism and significantly less 
of its charge. New data will soon place limits on these contri-
butions at smaller spatial separations. These measurements, 
and the technological developments that made them possible, 
also enable the next generation of even more precise experi-
ments that use parity-violating electron scattering to search 
for evidence of interactions beyond the Standard Model in a 
way that is complementary to the sensitivities expected from 
high-energy experiments at the LHC. 
Polarizabilities. Another important property of the nucleon 
is its electromagnetic polarizability—the ability of its internal 
constituents to orient themselves in response to external 
electric and magnetic fields. The most direct method of 
determining such polarizabilities is Compton scattering, the 
direct scattering of a photon from the nucleon. This provides 
stringent tests of calculations that link the effective low-
energy description of nucleons to QCD. As with the nucleon 
electromagnetic distributions, the formalism to describe the 
polarizabilities can be extended to probe differing distance 
scales, using the technique of virtual Compton scattering. 
Collectively, the results indicate that the nucleon’s paramag-
netic (or intrinsic) polarizability is of opposite sign to its 
diamagnetic (or induced) response. The next generation of 
such experiments will be carried out at the HIγS facility.
Linking Space and Momentum Maps. While much of 
what is known about the spatial structure of the nucleon 
comes from the above experiments, these measurements do 
not provide details of how fast the quarks move or how much 
momentum and energy they carry, or how their spin and 
angular momentum contribute to the nucleon’s spin. Access 
to this information is one of the main goals of the high-
energy hard-scattering experiments described above. Two 
experimental processes used to reveal correlations between 
space and momentum are deeply virtual Compton scattering 
(DVCS) and deeply virtual meson production, in which—
similar to the form factor measurements—the recoiling 
nucleon remains intact after the scattering. In these processes 
a photon or meson is produced in a short-distance reaction 
of the electron with a single quark inside the nucleon, which, 
thanks to the celebrated “asymptotic freedom” of QCD, can 
be calculated in terms of well-known elementary quark-
gluon interactions. The experimental data can thus be used 
to extract the long-distance information about the distribu-
tion of quarks in the nucleon, described by the GPDs, which 
Illustrations of the spatial distribution of up quarks that will 
become accessible with the 12 GeV CEBAF Upgrade. The red and 
green forms outline the regions of highest quark density in a proton 
viewed by a beam traveling along the z axis. The images are for 
two different values of quark momentum fraction x, showing the 
expected difference in the spatial distribution of high and low x 
quarks.
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QCD and the Structure of Hadrons
Figure 2.7: Ratios of measured inelastic electron scattering yields for 4He 
(top), 12C (center), and 56Fe to that of 3He are plotted as a function of Bjorken 
x (or xB). The first plateaus above xB=1 indicate the region where two-
nucleon correlations dominate, while the plateaus above xB=2 indicate the 
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QCD and the Structure of Hadrons
The Department of Energy’s Jefferson Lab is the site of the world’s most 
powerful tunable laser, the Jefferson Lab 
free-electron laser (FEL), which has seen 
wide application in the fields of medicine, 
materials science, photochemistry, and 
biophysics. Since becoming operational 
in 1998, the FEL has produced light tun-
able from the far-infrared (Terahertz light) 
through the infrared, visible, and ultraviolet 
wavelengths, all with several orders of 
magnitude more power than any other 
tunable light source. A schematic diagram 
of the FEL is shown in the figure. The FEL 
is built on the unique superconducting 
radiofrequency (SRF) technology devel-
oped at Jefferson Lab for DOE’s nuclear 
physics program. In the FEL, electrons 
are whipped up to high energies by an 
SRF linear accelerator. A wiggler, a device 
developed by DOE and DOD during the 
1980s for powerful X-ray sources, produces 
magnetic fields to shake the electrons, 
forcing them to release energy in the form 
of photons. As in a conventional laser, the 
photons bounce between two mirrors 
and are emitted as laser light. SRF technol-
ogy allows high average-power electron 
beams to be produced and operated in a 






the laser to stay on 100% of the time 
instead of only 1 or 2%. Cost savings are 
compounded by the design of the FEL’s 
unique energy-recovering linear accelera-
tor. Once electrons have exited the wiggler, 
they are steered back into the machine’s 
linear accelerator, allowing the machine to 
recover more than 90% of the energy that 
is not converted to useful light in a single 
pass. The strength of an energy-recover-
ing linear accelerator is the economic 
feasibility of using the beam “only once.” 
This pioneering demonstration of SRF 
energy-recovering technology is the basis 
for an entire new class of devices that are 
currently being designed for basic energy 
sciences, nuclear and particle physics, and 
defense applications. The FEL is capable of 
producing an unprecedented 14.2 kW of 
infrared laser light.
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The Phases of Nuclear matter

























Figure 2.8: Elliptic flow strength parameter v2 
for different particle species plotted as a func-
tion of transverse momentum pT, compared 
with predictions based on ideal hydrodynam-
ics. The parameter v2 measures the angular 
anisotropy in particle momentum that can arise 
for a system that is initially anisotropic in shape, 
which occurs in off-center nuclear collisions. 
The connection between the initial spatial 
anisotropy and the momentum anisotropy mea-
sured by v2 is attributable to the pressure of the 
expanding medium. The different momentum 
dependence of v2 for particles of different mass 
is characteristic of particle production from a 
common source that is an expanding fluid. Note 
that more than 98% of all produced particles 
have transverse momenta below 1.5 GeV/c, 
where the data closely follow the predictions for 
a perfect liquid.
liquids occupy an intermediate place in the world of materials, between gases 
and solids. Like solids, liquids resist being 
compressed—as anyone who has made 
a belly flop into a swimming pool knows 
very well. It usually takes a very large force 
to achieve much compression. Like gases, 
however, liquids can effortlessly change 
their shape to fit their container—as 
anyone who has poured water into a glass 
can verify. This is why both gases and 
liquids are commonly referred to as fluids: 
substances that can flow. 
In general, however, flow is not forever. 
Friction between different fluid elements 
tends to slow their relative motion. So 
without an input of external energy to 
keep things going, most flow patterns 
will slow to a halt very quickly; witness 
the little eddies that trail behind a rower’s 
oars, gradually but inexorably subsiding. 
Physicists measure this tendency for flow 
patterns to fade by a quantity known as 
the shear viscosity. The larger the viscosity, 
the faster the damping. All fluids exhibit 
at least a tiny amount of viscosity—even 
Serving the “Perfect” Liquid
helium, which forms a nearly friction-
free fluid when cooled to very low 
temperatures.
To compare different fluids, engineers 
often divide a fluid’s viscosity by its density. 
The resulting quantity, called the kinematic 
viscosity, turns out to be directly propor-
tional to the distance atoms or molecules 
can travel in the fluid before interacting 
with another particle. Somewhat para-
doxically, the kinematic viscosity actually 
decreases as the interactions get stronger 
because the particles in the fluid find 
it more difficult to communicate over 
large distances to regions where the flow 
velocity may be different. Beyond a certain 
point, however, increasing the interac-
tion strength will cause the kinematic 
viscosity to rise again; the particles may 
coalesce into a solid, for example, or they 
may aggregate into long, polymer-like 
chains such as those found in honey. 
This suggests that, in general, the kine-
matic viscosity of a fluid cannot become 
arbitrarily small. Indeed, the kinematic 
viscosity of all known substances exhibits a 
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minimum when measured as a function of 
temperature.
But how small can this minimum be? 
Until recently, no one knew an answer to 
this question. This changed in 2004 due 
to a surprising insight developed in the 
framework of superstring theory. Building 
on earlier work that had generalized the 
concept of the kinematic viscosity to 
relativistic quantum systems in which the 
number of particles constantly fluctuates 
due to quantum effects—the QGP being 
a prime example—this new development 
showed that there does indeed exist an 
absolute lower bound to the generalized 
kinematic viscosity. Moreover, that lower 
bound is proportional to Planck’s con-
stant h (the precise value is h/8π2)—a fact 
that can ultimately be traced back to the 
quantum mechanical uncertainty relation, 
which limits the rate at which elementary 
particles can scatter. 
By this criterion, then, a “perfect” 
fluid is a substance whose generalized 
kinematic viscosity reaches the absolute 






























































so. To physicists’ surprise, however, the 
fireball produced in a heavy-ion collision 
comes closer than anything else: the RHIC 
data show that the generalized kinematic 
viscosity of a QGP cannot exceed the 
quantum limit by more than a factor of 
four (see figure). The reason for this small 
value is still not fully understood. It may 
imply that the matter produced at RHIC 
is a strongly coupled QGP, or it may be 
the result of novel effects associated with 
strong color fields. A central goal of the 
ongoing research program at RHIC is to 
clarify this issue—and in the process, to 
determine precisely how “perfect” this 
ultra-hot fluid really is. Achieving this goal 
will require more detailed measurements 
and much more sophisticated simulations 
of the collision dynamics. Of particular 
interest will be the behavior near the QCD 
critical point, where direct analogy to 
ordinary fluids suggests that the RHIC fluid 
will come closest to “perfection.”
In the meantime, nuclear physicists 
have led the way in applying the insights 
derived from string theory and RHIC colli-
sions to a very different realm. As surprised 
as they were to find that the hottest, 
densest matter ever studied is also the 
most perfectly fluid, their colleagues in 
atomic physics have been just as surprised 
to observe a similar perfection in ultra-cold 
matter, when a gas of very slowly mov-
ing atoms is confined 
in a magnetic “trap.” By 
varying the magnetic field 
applied to such a system, 
these low-temperature 
researchers are able to 
tune the interactions 
between the atoms to the 
largest possible values 
allowed by quantum 
mechanics. At this special 
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value of the magnetic field, they find that 
the flow of the atomic gas is just about 
as perfect as a QGP’s, with a kinematic 
viscosity only about a factor of three or 
four above the lower bound. (By no coinci-
dence, perhaps, the gas is also fairly close 






























PHENIX  Au+Au √sNN = 200 GeV
Figure 2.9:  Suppression factor RAA of the production rates of high 
transverse-momentum (pT) photons (γ) and π0 and η mesons measured in 
central Au + Au and p + p collisions, scaled to be unity if nuclear collisions 
are a simple superposition of p + p collisions. Mesons are suppressed 
in Au + Au collisions (RAA < 1), while direct photons are not (RAA ≈	1). This 
distinction is indicative of jet quenching. The solid line shows RAA values for 
a model calculation that incorporates jet quenching.
Figure 2.10: Correlations in azimuthal angle of pairs of particles in p + p, d + Au, and central Au + Au collisions. In all cases, 
the “trigger” particle of the pair has high-momentum (pT  > 4 GeV/c).  Left: “Associated particles” recoiling with high momenta 
(pT  >2 GeV/c) exhibit strong suppression in Au + Au.  Right: “Associated particles” with low recoil momenta (pT  > 0.15 GeV/c) are 
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RHIC Au+Au √sNN = 200 GeV
Baryons (nq=3)
Mesons (nq=2)
Figure 2.11: Scaling features of the elliptic 
flow parameter v2 (defined in figure 2.8). 
The left panel shows v2 for a variety of 
meson and baryon species plotted against 
kinetic energy of the particle (KET). The 
common behavior at low KET is character-
istic of hydrodynamic flow, while the split-
ting into a baryon and a meson branch at 
higher KET suggests a particle production 
mechanism that depends primarily on the 
number of valence quarks in the particle. 
The right panel shows the same data with 
both axes now scaled by the number of 
valence quarks in each particle species. 
The surprisingly precise scaling of v2 for a 
wide range of particles (differing in mass 
by a factor ~10) suggests that these par-
ticle distributions are driven primarily by 
the flow pattern of deconfined quarks.



















































































Figure 2.12: Lattice QCD calculation of the equation of state (EOS), or ratio 
of pressure to energy density, as a function of temperature. Results are 
shown for two different calculations for zero quark (baryon) number Nq = 0 
and three different ratios of entropy to baryon number S/ Nq as indicated. 
The temperature is in units of the critical temperature for the quark-hadron 
phase transition, T0. The EOS is an important input for hydrodynamic 
simulations of relativistic heavy-ion collisions. For a gas of weakly interact-
ing massless quarks and gluons, or for a strongly interacting scale-invariant 
liquid, this quantity (closely related to the speed of sound) has the value 
1/3. The small value near T0 implies that the QGP at RHIC has a soft equa-
tion of state.
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In a striking example of cross-disciplinary col-
laboration, the confluence 
of condensed-matter theory 
and the theory of relativistic 
heavy-ion collisions has led 
physicists to propose a new 
class of nanoscale electronic 
devices.
On the nuclear physics 
side, the insight came from 
attempts to understand the 
large masses of neutrons 
and protons. The most 
famous constituents of these 
particles, the quarks, turn 
out to be nearly massless by 
themselves. So are the individual gluons 
that hold the quarks together. Instead, 
most of the nucleon mass seems to arise 
from the way the quarks and gluons act 
as a group, collectively coalescing into 
a “chiral condensate.” The name reflects 
the condensate’s origin in the spontane-
ous breaking of an approximate chiral 
turns out to govern the 
dynamics of certain exotic 
materials at the nanome-
ter scale. Graphene, for 
example—a single layer of 
carbon atoms arranged in 
a honeycomb lattice—can 
produce a chiral condensate 
when an external magnetic 
field is applied. 
This coincidence has 
now inspired physicists 
at BNL to investigate an 
application based on gra-
phene-magnet multilayers 
(GMMs). The resulting U.S. 
Patent 60/892,595 (pend-
ing) “Graphene (Antiferro) Ferro-Magnet 
Multilayers” awarded to BNL scientists 
I. Zaliznyak, A. Tsvelik, and D. Kharzeev 
describes the concept of rewritable nano-
scale spintronic processors and storage 
devices that could be possible using GMM 
technology. 




symmetry in the equations of quantum 
chromodynamics. But in any case, the 
chiral condensate melts at the kind of 
high temperatures and densities achieved 
by the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider at 
Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL). 
On the condensed matter side, mean-
while, the same kind of chiral symmetry 
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their sizable interactions with the hot QCD medium provide 
unique and sensitive measurements of its crucial properties. 
The most common hard probes are collimated jets of particles 
at large angles to the beam. Such jets are usually due to the 
scattering of gluons or light quarks (up, down, or strange); less 
frequently, they contain heavy charm or bottom quarks. On 
occasion, a high-energy prompt photon or a massive bound 
state of a heavy quark-antiquark pair (quarkonium) will be 
created. Each of these reaction channels plays a distinct and 
important role in understanding the physics of the QGP, as 
we now detail.
Jet Quenching. As discussed in the RHIC discoveries 
section, absorption of jets in the QGP (“jet quenching”) 
provides a direct tomographic measurement of the gluon 
density of the plasma. Future jet-quenching measurements at 
both RHIC II and the LHC will utilize their extended ranges 
of jet energy and much higher statistical precision to explore 
the interaction of jets with the dense matter in quantitative 
detail. Measurements will incorporate many-particle cor-
relations and even complete jet reconstruction—as routinely 
done in p + p collisions—to make multiple, complementary 
measurements of jet-quenching effects, turning the current 
qualitative conclusions into precise, quantitative statements 
about the gluon density, the energy loss coefficient, and other 
key properties of the QGP.
An important future measurement is the comparison of 
heavy-quark jet quenching with that of light quarks and 
gluons. Standard QCD theory predicts that moderate energy-
heavy quark jets will experience much reduced energy loss in 
the QGP. In contrast, present RHIC data show substantial 
energy loss by heavy quarks, though only indirectly and with 
limited precision through measurements of inclusive elec-
trons from heavy-quark decay. The planned RHIC detec-
tor upgrades and higher beam luminosity will yield direct 
measurement of high-quality heavy-quark data to elucidate 
the energy loss mechanism in detail.
The most precise jet-quenching measurement will utilize 
the QCD Compton scattering process, in which an incom-
ing quark and gluon scatter hard to create an outgoing quark 
jet recoiling from an energetic photon (or at the LHC, a 
Z-boson). Since the photon or Z-boson almost never interacts 
with the dense matter, it gives a precise constraint on the jet 
energy and enables a highly controlled measurement of the 
modification of the recoiling jet by the plasma. This process 
is rare, however, and robust measurements of it at RHIC are 
only possible following the luminosity upgrade.
Attention has turned recently to the key question of how 
the hot QCD medium itself responds to jet energy loss. 
Measurements indicate that some jets lose so much of their 
energy that they equilibrate with the thermal medium, in 
the process possibly generating shockwaves or other dynami-
cal effects. The jet shape contains crucial information on 
the energy loss mechanisms in the dense medium, and its 
measurement will test key aspects of our theoretical under-
standing of the interaction between hard probes and dense 
high-temperature QCD matter. These measurements and 
their interpretation are difficult, however, and such stud-
ies will benefit greatly from the high statistics provided by 
RHIC II and the LHC.
This many-faceted experimental program, combined with 
the accurate theoretical modeling needed to interpret the 
data, will measure essential properties of the QGP in a highly 
controlled fashion. The qualitative conclusion from the pres-
ent jet-quenching measurements, of large color opaqueness of 
the QGP, will be turned into precise, quantitative statements 
about its essential properties. 
Quarkonium Suppression. The hallmark of the QGP is 
deconfinement, meaning that quarks and gluons at high 
temperature are not confined to the interior of composite par-
ticles, such as protons and neutrons, but are able to propagate 
independently. Quarks and gluons carry color charge, which 
is analogous to the more familiar electric charge of electrons 
and ions. Deconfinement of quarks and gluons at high energy 
density, and thus the formation of a QGP, results from the 
neutralization (or screening) of their color charges, much like 
the electric charges of electrons and ions are screened in an 
ionized gas or plasma. Nature has provided a tool to study 
deconfinement and the screening of color charge experimen-
tally through the measurement of particles called quarkonia, 
which consist of bound pairs of heavy quarks (charm or 
beauty). Screening of color charges neutralizes the attractive 
force binding the pair together, preventing quarkonium states 
from forming. Unless obscured by other effects, deconfine-
ment is therefore signaled by the suppression in the measured 
production rate of quarkonia. 
Nature has been even kinder, providing us with several 
different quarkonium states that probe color screening at 
different distance scales. Lattice QCD calculations indicate 






















































































































































































The Phases of Nuclear Matter
when ordinary substances are subjected to variations in tempera-
ture or pressure, they will often undergo 
a phase transition: a physical change 
from one state to another. At normal 
atmospheric pressure, for example, water 
suddenly changes from liquid to vapor 
as its temperature is raised past 100° C; 
in a word, it boils. Water also boils if the 
temperature is held fixed and the pres-
sure is lowered—at high altitude, say. The 
boundary between liquid and vapor for 
any given substance can be plotted as a 
curve in its phase diagram, a graph of tem-
perature versus pressure. Another curve 
traces the boundary between solid and 
liquid. And depending on the substance, 
still other curves may trace more exotic 
phase transitions. (Such a phase diagram 
may also require more exotic variables, as 
in the figure).
One striking fact made apparent by 
the phase diagram is that the liquid-
vapor curve can come to an end. Beyond 
this “critical point,” the sharp distinction 
between liquid and vapor is lost, and 
the transition becomes continuous. The 
location of this critical point and the 
phase boundaries represent two of the 
most fundamental characteristics of any 
substance. The critical point of water, for 
example, lies at 374° C and 218 times nor-
mal atmospheric pressure. 
The schematic phase diagram shown 
in the figure shows the different phases 
of nuclear matter predicted for various 
combinations of temperature and baryon 
chemical potential. The baryon chemical 
potential determines the energy required 
to add or remove a baryon at fixed pres-
sure and temperature. It reflects the net 
baryon density of the matter, in a similar 
way as the temperature can be thought to 
determine its energy density from micro-
scopic kinetic motion. At small chemical 
potential (corresponding to small net 
baryon density) and high temperatures, 
one obtains the quark-gluon plasma phase; 
a phase explored by 
the early universe dur-
ing the first few micro-
seconds after the Big 
Bang. At low tempera-
tures and high baryon 
density, such as those 
encountered in the 
core of neutron stars, 
the predictions call for 
color-superconduct-
ing phases. The phase 
transition between a 
quark-gluon plasma 
and a gas of ordinary 
hadrons seems to be 
continuous for small 
chemical potential 
(the dashed line in 
the figure). However, 
model studies sug-
gest that a critical 
point appears at 
higher values of the 
potential, beyond 
which the bound-
ary between these 
phases becomes a sharp line (solid line in 
the figure). Experimentally verifying the 
location of these fundamental “landmarks” 
is central to a quantitative understanding 
of the nuclear matter phase diagram.
Theoretical predictions of the loca-
tion of the critical point and the phase 
boundaries are still uncertain. However, 
several pioneering lattice QCD calculations 
have indicated that the critical point is 
located within the range of temperatures 
and chemical potentials accessible with 
the current RHIC facility, with the envi-
sioned RHIC II accelerator upgrade, and at 
existing and future facilities in Europe (i.e., 
the CERN SPS and the GSI FAIR). Indeed, 
the recent discovery of the quark-gluon 
plasma at RHIC gives evidence for the 
expected continuous transition (dashed 
line in the figure) from plasma to hadron 
gas. Physicists are now eagerly anticipat-
ing further experiments in which nuclear 
matter will be prepared with a broad range 
of chemical potentials and temperatures, 
so as to explore the critical point and the 
phase boundary fully. As the experiments 
close in, for example, the researchers 
expect the critical point to announce itself 
through large-scale fluctuations in several 
observables. These required inputs will be 
achieved by heavy-ion collisions spanning 
a broad range of collision energies at RHIC, 
RHIC II, the CERN SPS and the FAIR at GSI.
The large range of temperatures and 
chemical potentials possible at RHIC and 
RHIC II, along with important technical 
advantages provided by a collider coupled 
with advanced detectors, give RHIC scien-
tists excellent opportunity for discovery of 
the critical point and the associated phase 
boundaries.
Search for the Critical Point: “A Landmark Study”
Quark-Gluon Plasma
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The Phases of Nuclear Matter
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utilization of integrated luminosity, extending RHIC’s scien-
tific reach for the measurement of rare and hard probes.
Additional upgrades to PHENIX and STAR are targeted 
specifically at studies of nucleon spin. 
RHIC Luminosity Upgrade (RHIC II) 
RHIC will remain the world’s most flexible facility for the 
study of heavy-ion collisions. Its peak luminosity has already 
exceeded the design target, but many key measurements 
require sensitivity to processes that occur at rates below one 
per hundred million Au + Au reactions; robust measurement 
at this level remains out of reach at the present facility (see 
representative examples in figure 2.13). The RHIC II lumi-
nosity upgrade will enable the study of
• multiple quarkonium states and their suppression 
patterns, to explore color interactions in the QGP 
and measurements of quarkonium generation at 
hadronization;
• gamma-jet tomography, to pin down partonic energy 
loss and the response of the plasma to this deposited 
energy;
• suppression and flow studies of particles containing 
heavy quarks, to determine their relaxation time in the 
plasma and measure the plasma viscosity;
• spectra of many rare hadron species, to study how the 
plasma hadronizes and to quantify viscous effects in 
the late-stage hot hadron gas;
• very high-pT hadron production and correlations, to 
quantify the plasma transport parameters;
• high-pT and multihadron correlations, to quantify how 
the plasma affects jet structure and shape; and
• statistically precise measurements of collective excita-
tions of the plasma, to allow extraction of medium 
properties, such as the speed of sound.
Figure 2.13: Quarkonium suppression and flow at RHIC I and RHIC II. The figure shows theoretical predictions for crucial quar-
konium measurements at RHIC, together with projected capabilities for the most challenging measurement channels before 
(“RHIC,” in blue) and after the luminosity upgrade (“RHIC II,” in red). On the left, the J/Ψ elliptic flow parameter v2 (defined in figure 
2.8) is seen to be sensitive to the detailed mechanism of J/Ψ formation from deconfined, uncorrelated charm quarks in the fire-
ball. Very late formation, at the time of breakup of the fireball (“coalescence at hadronization”), generates large J/Ψ v2 due to flow 
of the charm quarks and can be clearly distinguished from other scenarios only at RHIC II. The right side shows the expected sup-
pression factor RAA for several quarkonium states, arising from their different binding strengths in hot matter. The widely differing 
behavior of different states enables a precise measurement of the temperature of the hot medium. The experimental projections 
for the two extreme cases (ψ’ and ϒ(1s)) show that sufficient precision is achievable only following the RHIC II luminosity upgrade.
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scattering.angles ..And.it.should.utilize.beams of heavy nuclei,.
since.the.density.of.gluons.inside.a.hefty.nucleus.is.consider-
ably.enhanced.over.the.density.in.a.single.proton .
In.addition,.an.ability.to.collide.spin-polarized proton and 




















arching.questions.for.our.field:.what is the role of gluons 
and gluon self-interactions in nucleons and nuclei? Self-








questions:.What is the internal landscape of the nucleons? 
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Figure 2.14:  Regimes of hadronic matter in QCD at high energies, as 
a function of the resolving momentum transfer of the electron, Q2, the 
relative momentum fraction of the gluon in the nucleus, x, and the atomic 
number of the nuclei probed, A. The multicolored surface indicates 
the saturation scale Qs
2 as a function of x and A. The saturation regime 
(Q2 < Qs
2) that is kinematically accessible by the EIC is depicted in blue. For 
very large Q2 matter exists in the form of a parton gas, while the confining 
regime of QCD is characterized by very low Q2 values. The higher Qs
2 (large 
A), the larger the accessible Q2 range of the Color Glass Condensate and 
the more nearly classical its expected behavior. Acceptance at Q ≈ Qs is not 
essential; coverage of the region at Q < Qs is. The beam energies of the EIC 
would allow robust study of the saturation regime for gluons carrying as 



































































































































Figure 2.15: The ratio of gluon distributions in lead relative to deuterium 
as determined from projected measurements with an EIC, as a function of 
gluon momentum fraction x. HKM and FGS represent QCD parameteriza-
tions of existing data extrapolated linearly to small x. The curve labeled 
“Color Glass Condensate” is a saturation model prediction. Domains 
relevant to nucleus-nucleus collisions at RHIC and the LHC are shown.






















The Complete Image: Measurements of 































The Formation of Hadronic Final States from 

















































Figure 2.16:  The world database of polarized deep-inelastic scattering 
results for the proton, from SLAC experiments E143 and E155, CERN-SMC, 
and DESY-HERMES. The curves (and error bands) are from a global QCD fit 
by Boetcher and Bluemlein. The blue-shaded area represents the enlarged 
(x,Q2) area accessible by an EIC. The insert shows one example of the con-
sequent physics reach, comparing projected data as a function of x in one 
Q2 bin for about one year of EIC running with theoretical predictions based 
on global QCD fits to the present world data under differing assumptions  
for gluon spin preferences. 































































































































































• What is the nature of the nuclear force that binds 
protons and neutrons into stable nuclei and rare 
isotopes?
• What is the origin of simple patterns in complex 
nuclei?
• What is the nature of neutron stars and dense 
nuclear matter?
• What is the origin of the elements in the cosmos?





















































































•	 The structure of neutron-rich nuclei at the limits of 

































Figure 2.17: Digital photograph of the two-proton decay of 45Fe taken at 
the NSCL. A 45Fe nucleus, with the very short half-life of 5 ms, entered the 
picture from the bottom, was stopped, and then decayed by emission of 
two protons.






















































The most useful way to think about the behav-ior of strongly interacting matter depends 
on the energy of the experimental probe and 
the distance scale. At the highest energies and 
shortest scales, for example, nuclear matter is 
best described in terms of its most fundamental 
building blocks, quarks and gluons, and the funda-
mental theory of strong interactions, QCD (a). At 
somewhat larger scales, hadrons (the baryons and 
mesons) can often be described by the dynam-
ics of the effective (or constituent) quarks, with 
the gluon degrees of freedom being integrated 
out (b). At still larger scales, the nucleus is best 
described as a strongly interacting, quantum 
mechanical system of protons and neutrons.  A 
common starting point for nuclear physics is an 
internucleon interaction, represented either by a 
potential or by a set of meson-exchange forces 
(c). In this picture, typical single-particle excita-
tions in the nucleus are of the order of the proton 
(or neutron) separation energy (d). For complex 
nuclei, however, calculations involving all the pro-
tons and neutrons become prohibitively difficult. 
Therefore, a critical challenge is to develop new 
approaches that identify the important degrees of 
freedom of the nuclear system and are practi-
cal in use. Such strategy is similar to that used in 
other fields of science, in particular in condensed 
matter physics, atomic and molecular physics, 
and quantum chemistry. Of particular impor-
tance is the development of the energy-density 
functional, which may lead to a comprehensive 
description of the properties of finite nuclei, as 
well as of extended asymmetric nucleonic matter. 
Here, the main building blocks are “effective fields” 
that correspond to local proton and neutron 
densities, and to currents of protons and neutrons 
(e). Finally, for certain classes of nuclear modes, in 
particular those representing emergent many-
body phenomena that happen on a much lower 
energy scale, the effective degrees of freedom 
are “collective coordinates” that  describe various 
vibrations and rotations of the nucleus (f), as well 
as the large-amplitude motions seen in fission.
Nucle: From Structure to Explodng Stars
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•	 New decay modes of extremely neutron-deficient 















































•	 Precision measurements and theoretical descrip-




































Nucle: From Structure to Explodng Stars
Physicists often state that “shell struc-ture” is the cornerstone of any satisfac-
tory description of nuclei. The approach 
can best be understood by analogy with 
atomic theory, in which the electrons that 
surround the nucleus are grouped into 
“shells” of similar radius and energy. In neu-
tral atoms, the energy it takes to remove 
the last electron varies with the atomic 
number, and this quantity decreases mark-
edly each time a major electron shell is 
filled. The noble gases helium, neon, argon, 
krypton, xenon, and radon correspond 
to the filling of major electronic shells 
requiring a total of 2, 10, 18, 36, 54, and 86 
electrons, respectively. The energy it takes 
to remove the last proton or neutron from 
the nucleus exhibits similar discontinuities 
as a function of the number of protons 
Z and/or neutrons N. From examining 
the properties of the stable nuclei, it was 
concluded over half a century ago that 
nuclei with 2, 8, 20, 28, 50, or 82 protons 
and/or neutrons have enhanced stability. 
For neutrons, there is an additional such 
number, 126. The “magic numbers” then 
appear since large gaps in energy occur 
between two of these shells. 
During the last decade, it has become 
clear that the magic numbers are not as 
immutable as once thought. The sugges-
tion has come mostly from studies of light-
mass nuclei with combinations of protons 
and neutrons that differ greatly from those 
characterizing the stable ones. The present 
situation is illustrated in the partial nuclear 
landscape of the figure. The nucleus 12Be 
(Z = 4) was expected to exhibit the proper-
ties of a nucleus with magic number N = 8 
although none was found. Similarly, the 
magic character of neutron number N = 20 
appears to have vanished in the exotic 
nucleus 32Mg (Z = 12). It had been widely 
speculated that, besides “doubly magic” 
16O (Z = N = 8), the oxygen isotope with 
20 neutrons would be particularly stable, 
but experiments found that this nucleus, 
28O, is not even bound. On the other hand, 
in other nuclei far from stability strong 
indications exist that new magic numbers 
develop. This occurs for N = 14, 16, and 32 
as well as at proton number Z = 14. In the 
neutron-rich isotopes near “doubly magic” 
132Sn, first systematic studies uncovered an 
unexpected evolution of collectivity with 
neutron number, and first reaction studies 
uncovered strong, unexpected enhance-
ment of sub-barrier fusion leading to 
renewed optimism about the use of n-rich 
beams for the synthesis of very heavy 
nuclei.
These experimental observations sug-
gest that some aspects of physics respon-
sible for shell structure in nuclei must not 
be readily apparent from the properties 
of stable nuclei but are amplified in exotic 
systems. With the ultimate goal of provid-
ing a satisfactory description of all nuclei, 
the essential challenge is to understand 
the mechanism(s) responsible for changes 
in shell structure as the number of protons 
and/or neutrons changes. Knowing the 
magic numbers and the energies of nucle-
onic orbits is not a mere detail: if we do not 
understand nucleonic motion, we do not 
understand nuclei. 
Nature does not have the limitation 
of dealing only with stable nuclei. Stars 
shine because of nuclear reactions, and 
nucleosynthesis processes, especially 
those producing nuclei heavier than 
carbon and oxygen, often take place in 
violent stellar explosions which involve 
exotic nuclei. Hence, an understanding of 
how the elements were—and continue 
to be—made in our universe depends on 
our ability to calculate the reaction rates 
for their production. These rates in turn 
depend critically on the shell structure of 
exotic nuclei—this is one important area 
where the presence or absence of a magic 
number has a considerable impact.  
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Figure 2.18: With the aid of terascale and (soon) petascale computing, 
ab initio techniques such as the Greens Function Monte Carlo (GFMC), No 
Core Shell Model (NCSM), and Coupled Cluster (CC) theory are beginning 
to probe various aspects of reactions. Pictured are (a) NCSM calculations 
of the astrophysical S-factor for 7Be(p,γ)8B reactions compared to various 
experiments, (b) recent calculations of phase shifts from GFMC for n + α 
scattering, and (c) CC calculations for He chain binding energies and reso-




Nucle: From Structure to Explodng Stars
one of the most important challenges in the science of nuclei is understand-
ing how the overall structure of the atomic 
nucleus (the “forest”) changes with the 
number of protons and neutrons (nucle-
ons) within it and their detailed interac-
tions (the “trees”). The traditional approach 
to nuclear structure envisions the nucleons 
orbiting the nucleus subject to an average 
force. This force gives the benchmark shell 
structure and magic numbers of nuclei. 
However, such a picture does not account 
for important interactions such as pairing, 
which tends to make nuclei spherical, and 
the interactions of the outermost orbiting 
protons and neutrons (p-n interactions), 
which tend to drive the emergence of 
collective behavior in nuclei, along with 
the emergence of elongated or deformed 
shapes.  
It turns out that these p-n interactions 
can actually be deduced by taking a spe-
cific double difference of measured nuclear 
masses. These double mass differences, 
called dVpn, contain two components, one 
varying smoothly with the number of par-
ticles, reflecting the symmetry energy, and 
a fluctuating one sensitive to the spatial 
overlaps of the outermost proton and neu-
tron wave functions. Available dVpn values 
provide a fresh perspective on structural 
evolution and a sensitive test of modern 
microscopic theories. 
The left side of the figure shows experi-
mental values of dVpn for the rare earth 
region of nuclei from 132Sn to 208Pb. These 
empirical p-n interactions show charac-
teristic patterns in heavy nuclei where 
each major shell has a similar sequencing 
of orbits, from orbits with high angular 
momentum lowest in energy to low 
angular momentum orbits near the end of 
a shell. Therefore, since the p-n interaction 
is short range, the largest spatial overlaps 
of protons and neutrons will tend to occur 
near the diagonal in the figure where 
the fractional filling of the respective 
Linking the Forest and the trees in Atomic Nuclei
proton and neutron shells is similar. For 
the same reason the p-n interactions are 
largest in both the lower left and upper 
right quadrants, where both protons and 
neutrons are filling either the first halves 
of their major shells, or the second halves. 
In contrast, in the upper left quadrant, 
the protons are filling the second half and 
the neutrons the first, and so they occupy 
orbits that tend to have small spatial over-
lap, leading to small values of dVpn.
This behavior correlates exactly with 
the well-known development of collectiv-
ity in this region, which is also more rapid 
for nuclei in the lower left quadrant. This 
correlation provides the first direct empiri-
cal link between observed growth rates 
of collectivity and empirical measures of 
p-n interaction strengths. Note also that 
no experimental values of dVpn are known 
in the lower right quadrant: new mass 
measurements would give an important 
test of these ideas. 
Advances in theoretical modeling and 
high-performance computers are begin-
ning to enable quantitative descriptions of 
nuclei across the chart of the nuclides. For 
heavy nuclei, the theoretical tool of choice 
is an approach called density functional 
theory, long used for studying other 
complex systems such as molecules and 
condensed matter. The right side shows 
results of DFT large-scale calculations of 
dVpn using an interaction called SkP. The 
agreement with the data is truly remark-
able, in particular, with the preponderance 
of large values along the diagonal, larger 
values for protons and neutrons in like 
quadrants, and much smaller values (blue 
boxes) elsewhere. This success of theorists 
in explaining such a key nuclear property 
augurs well for the future. Indeed, these 
same DFT calculations provide predic-
tions for nuclei in yet unexplored regions 
throughout the nuclear chart. The Facility 
for Rare Isotope Beams will yield many new 
mass measurements, giving sensitive tests 
of such calculations, providing input for 
further development of nuclear models, 
and helping refine our understanding of 































































































































































































Nucle: From Structure to Explodng Stars
Neutron stars are some of the most extreme astrophysical objects ever 
observed. They pack about 1.5 times the 
mass of our Sun into a ball of radius only 
10 km. The corresponding average density 
is in excess of the density inside nuclei 
(~2.5 × 1014 g/cm3), which generates the 
repulsive nuclear force that balances the 
star against gravitational collapse. Anything 
denser would collapse into a black hole. 
Current models of neutron star struc-
ture indicate that a significant fraction 
of its mass and radius is contained in the 
core at supranuclear density. The nature 
and composition of this matter remain a 
mystery and are the Holy Grail of neutron 
star research. To probe the interior we must 
rely on observable phenomena that are 
Neutron Star Crusts
associated with surface and crust regions 
of the neutron star. 
Near the surface, matter is composed 
of ordinary iron-like nuclei and electrons—
much as in the terrestrial environment. Just 
a meter below the surface, however, the 
enormous gravity squeezes matter to den-
sities on the order of 106 g/cm3, at which 
point the electrons are forced out of the 
atoms to form a relativistic and degenerate 
gas. The electron Fermi energy rises rapidly 
with depth, forcing nuclei to become 
neutron rich as energetic electrons convert 
protons into neutrons by the inverse beta-
decay reaction: e- + p → n + νe. Eventually, 
these exotic and increasingly neutron-rich 
nuclei reach a critical point called the 
neutron-drip density. Beyond this depth, 






by nuclei and begin to occupy the space 
between nuclei. These unbound neutrons 
become superfluid, resulting in a layer that 
resembles a superfluid soup containing 
spherical chunks of “ordinary” nuclear mat-
ter. At larger depths, these chunks deform 
to form noodle-like and lasagna-like 
structures—which are collectively referred 
to as the pasta phase. Eventually the 
pressures are so high that these structures 
simply merge to form uniform neutron-
rich matter. This sequence of increasing 
neutron-rich phases of matter is depicted 
in the figure. 
The crust and surface of neutron stars 
provide a host of observable phenomena, 
which allow us to probe neutron stars 
directly with astrophysical observations. 
These include: (1) X-ray bursts and super-
bursts, which are thermonuclear explo-
sions occurring in accreting neutron stars; 
(2) glitches, which are sudden rotational 
spin-ups in otherwise gradually spinning-
down isolated neutron stars; and (3) giant 
flares, which are energetic outbursts seen 
in highly magnetized neutron stars called 
magnetars. Thermonuclear phenomena 
are sensitive to the composition, ambi-
ent temperature, and nuclear reactions. 
Glitches rely on the co-existence of 
superfluidity and a rigid lattice structure 
(of nuclei)—a feature naturally realized in 
the inner crust. And finally, the catastrophic 
release of magnetic energy needed to 
power giant flares and the observed 
ringing in the late time emission pattern 
requires a solid region like the crust to 
anchor the wound-up magnet energy. As 
we try to obtain a quantitative understat-
ing of these phenomena, we are chal-
lenged to provide an accurate description 
of the phases of neutron-rich matter in 
the crust mentioned earlier. This would be 
within reach through experimental and 
theoretical studies of exotic neutron-rich 
nuclei. 































































Figure 2.19: Upper view: Three stages of a transport calculation of a colli-
sion between two Au nuclei are shown. The dark blue, green, and orange 
contours show the regions where the densities exceed 5%, 20%, and twice 
the nuclear matter density. The arrows indicate the average velocities 
of matter is that deflected by the high pressures attained in the central 
high-density region. Lower view: The shaded region corresponds to the 
region of pressures in zero-temperature nuclear matter consistent with the 
experimental flow data. Equations of state for noninteracting nucleons, 
nucleons interacting with realistic two-body and three-body forces, and 
nucleons described by relativistic mean field theory are indicated by the 
dotted, solid, and dashed lines, respectively.





























































































Nucle: From Structure to Explodng Stars
The r-process is responsible for build-ing many of the elements in nature 
heavier than iron. It is quite mysterious 
since we do not know with any certainty 
where it occurs, nor do we understand 
the actual sequence of nuclear reactions 
involved. Possible sites of the r-process 
include matter evaporated from the 
surface of a hot neutron star forming in a 
supernova explosion, the merging of two 
neutron stars into a black hole, and accre-
tion disks in gamma-ray bursts. Whatever 
the precise details, however, it is clear that 
extremely neutron-rich rare isotopes play a 
critical role.
A major step toward a solution of the 
puzzle has been the discovery of detailed 
r-process elemental abundance patterns 
in a few very iron-poor stars located in 
the halo of our galaxy. These stars formed 
a long time ago when the galaxy was 
still iron poor and thus represent a “fossil 
record” of the chemical evolution of the 
galaxy. Stars that exhibit r-process patterns 
can tell us in principle how this process 
enriched the galaxy with heavy metals 
over time, step by step and event by event. 
Large-scale astronomical surveys now 
underway or planned for the future will 
attempt to scan millions of stars to find 
more such “r-process stars,” and programs 
at the largest telescopes will attempt to 
determine their abundance pattern with 
high accuracy.
To compare predictions of the vari-
ous proposed r-process models with the 
observational record, firm nuclear input 
is needed. Only with reliable nuclear 
physics can the observed abundances be 
interpreted in terms of the 
astrophysical conditions and 
the general nature of the 
The Rapid Neutron Capture Process (r-process)




































r-process site. This requires a concerted 
effort that includes nuclear experiments 
with advanced rare-isotope facilities and 
nuclear theory, and represents a major goal 
for the future. Experimentally, we are on 
the verge of a major step in understanding 
of the r-process. Experiments at existing 
rare-isotope facilities have already started 
to reach the r-process in a few cases. With 
FRIB we will be able to finally produce and 
study a large fraction of the extremely 
neutron-rich exotic nuclei along the path 
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Figure 2.20: The left side shows precision observations of X-ray burst light curves from star GS 1826–24 by the RXTE observatory. 
The observations reveal systematic light curve changes from observations in the years 1997–1998 (blue) to observations in 2000 
(red) that are likely related to changes in the accretion rate. Such measurements provide an excellent testing ground for X-ray burst 
models. The panel on the right shows predictions of X-ray burst light curves from state-of-the-art one-dimensional model calcula-
tions. To estimate nuclear physics uncertainties that influence the effective lifetimes of the nuclei in the rp-process, β+ and electron 
capture (EC) rates of two groups of nuclei (with A > 56 and with A > 27) were increased and decreased by a factor of 10.








































From the monitoring of nuclear-fuel reprocessing plants to the mapping 
of air and ocean currents, an increasing 
number of studies depend on scientists’ 
ability to analyze the isotopic composition 
of extremely small quantities of material. 
Their most sensitive technique for doing 
this, accelerator mass spectrometry (AMS), 
requires that they bring their samples to 
a central lab. Now, however, research-
ers at Argonne National Laboratory have 
developed an ultrasensitive isotope-
detection technique that is especially well 
suited for field deployment. In atom trap 
trace analysis (ATTA), individual atoms of a 
chosen isotope are captured and detected 
with a laser trap. Using current laser 
trapping methods this technology can 
be used to perform isotopic abundance 
analysis of alkali, alkali earth, and noble 
gas elements. A schematic diagram of an Schematic.layout.of.an.ATTA.apparatus ..
ATTA setup is shown in the figure. A gas 
sample is injected into the system through 
a discharge region, where a fraction of 
the atoms are excited into a metastable 
atomic level via electron-impact excitation. 
The thermal atoms are then transversely 
collimated, decelerated, and captured 
into a trap with laser beams. A trapped 
atom scatters photons from the laser 
beams and appears as a bright dot in the 
center of the vacuum chamber. A sensi-
tive photon detector is used to measure 
the fluorescence and count the trapped 
atoms. This process is isotopically selec-
tive because atoms of different isotopes 
resonate at different frequencies. When the 
laser frequency is tuned to the resonance 
of a particular isotope, only atoms of this 
isotope are trapped and detected. 
Atom trap trace Analysis 























































































































































•	 What is the nature of the neutrinos, what are their 
masses, and how have they shaped the evolution of 
the cosmos?
• Why is there now more visible matter than antimat-
ter in the universe?
• What are the unseen forces that were present at the 




























































of.the.three.neutrinos.lies.between.0 .02.and.2 .3.eV ..
Neutrino.mass.and.oscillations.are.a.clear.departure.
from.the.SM .












• The most precise measurement of the anomalous 











• The most precise determination of the low-energy 












• New theoretical calculations have sharpened the 
interpretation of neutrino studies and fundamental 
symmetry tests, and have delineated their prospec-






















































































































In Search of the New Standard Model
In 1987, when physicist Michael Moe and his colleagues took their exquisitely 
sensitive 82Se double beta decay experi-
ment from a surface lab to a cavern under 
the Hoover Dam, Moe described it as “like 
stepping from a busy marketplace into the 
quiet of a cathedral.” The marketplace hub-
bub, in this case, came from the ceaseless 
shower of cosmic rays that pours through 
every square meter of the Earth’s surface—
20,000 cosmic-ray muons alone every min-
ute, along with neutrons, neutrinos, heavy 
nuclei, and a host of other species. The rare 
decay events that Moe and his colleagues 
were looking for were like the faintest of 
whispers, lost in all the uproar. Only in the 
comparative hush under Hoover Dam were 
they able to pick it out: the first observa-
tion of two-neutrino double beta decay of 
a nucleus. 
Today, two decades later, physicists are 
following much the same strategy. The dif-
ference is that the frontier processes they 
are looking for may now involve no more 
than a handful of events per year—which 
means that their experiments will have 
to be sheltered from cosmic rays not by a 
dam, but by kilometers of solid rock. 
In recognition of this fact, developed 
nations around the world, including six 
of the “G8” group, have invested heavily 
in deep underground laboratories. Those 
investments in Canada, Europe, Japan, 
and Russia have been rewarded with 
extraordinary results, such as the discov-
ery of neutrino oscillations and mass. U.S. 
scientists Ray Davis and Frederick Reines 
provided leadership in the early years. Now, 
U.S. scientists are once again proposing 
a unique facility, the Deep Underground 
Science and Engineering Laboratory, which 
would house an equally unique suite of 
ultralow-background experiments ranging 
from neutrinoless double beta decay to 
solar neutrino observations. Indeed, the 
need for such a dedicated underground 
facility is placed in stark relief by the 
unprecedented sensitivity levels these 
experiments demand. For instance, the 
next-generation neutrinoless double beta 
decay experiments will aim to detect a 
decay half-life as long as 1027 years, which 
will require a detector background rate less 
than about one count per ton of target 
material per year. DUSEL can also host new 
neutrino detectors sensitive to solar neu-
trinos, supernova neutrinos, and geoneu-
trinos. Without going deep underground, 
backgrounds of cosmic origin, especially 
fast neutrons, are a serious obstacle. 
The figure shows the rate per nucleus 
of interactions of cosmic-ray secondary 
neutrons with energies above 100 MeV as a 
function of depth. Those neutrons are the 
most difficult component of the cosmic 
rays to shield against. The adjacent panels 
show the signal rates for WIMP dark-matter 
particle interactions, for neutrinoless 
double beta decay, and for solar neutrinos. 
The comparison shows how much eas-
ier it is to carry out such searches at great 
depths. Where signals from the new phys-
ics will appear is unknown, but the ranges 
on the scales 
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to the nuclear 
physics studies 
for which it is 
vital, DUSEL will 
address other 
fundamental 
questions in physics. The eventual devel-
opment of an intense accelerator neutrino 
source and a megaton-scale detector 
would reveal whether CP violation was 
large in the neutrino sector—in particular, 
whether it was large enough to explain the 
baryon asymmetry in the universe. That 
program awaits a determination of the 
third mixing angle, θ13. The large detec-
tor will also offer a hundredfold advance 
in sensitivity to proton decay. Finally, the 
identity of dark matter is still unknown: 
several DUSEL experiments will be directed 
toward the resolution of this mystery.
NSF has initiated a process through 
which DUSEL can be realized. In 2007, 
the Homestake site was selected for the 
proposed laboratory. The funding and 
construction is central to the New Standard 
Model Initiative and to the U.S. nuclear 
science program in general, as it will be a 
premier domestic facility where exciting 
and pressing research in our and related 
fields can be conducted. 
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Figure 2.21: Relationship between the effective mass for neutrinoless 
double beta, mββ (vertical axis), versus the lightest mass neutrino (horizon-
tal axis), for both the inverted and normal hierarchy scenarios. The lighter 
shaded regions include uncertainties in the neutrino mixing matrix values. 
The effective mass calculations use neutrino mixing matrix elements 
and uncertainties from the 2006 Particle Data Group evaluation, with the 
exception of θ13, where an upper limit of 10° was used.  Next-generation 
double beta decay experiments and the KATRIN nuclear beta decay neu-
trino mass experiment expect sensitivities in the “quasidegenerate” region 
above about 0.1 eV.
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In Search of the New Standard Model
In Search of the New Standard Model
The Big-Bang Theory of cosmology suggests that the universe should 
contain equal amounts of matter and anti-
matter, yet the present universe contains 
mostly matter. Forty years ago, Andrei 
Sakharov identified the key ingredients 
needed to generate the matter imbalance, 
one of them being a significant violation 
of charge-parity (CP) symmetry in particle 
interactions. Although tiny violations of CP 
symmetry in certain particle decays have 
been known and studied for decades, the 
required CP-violation effect remains undis-
covered. The Standard Model simply does 
not allow the observed matter asymmetry 
to have occurred. Perhaps neutrinos were 
the culprits (see The Neutrino: Stealthy 
Messenger). However, another path occurs 
in some proposed New Standard Models, 
such as supersymmetry, that postulate 
large CP-violating interactions in the early 
universe. A telltale imprint of this or other 
mechanisms would be a permanent 
electric dipole moment (EDM) of a basic 
particle.
An EDM is basically a tiny separation 
between a particle’s positive and nega-
tive charges, as illustrated in the figure to 
the left. For the neutron, as well as for the 
electron and some nuclei, the existence of 
an EDM can provide the “missing link” for 
explaining why the universe contains more 
matter than antimatter. 
Nuclear physicists have spent many 
years reducing the limits for a neutron 
EDM, as shown in the figure above. The 
present upper limit indicates that the 
center of the positive charge must be 
displaced from the center of the negative 
charge by less than 0.0000000000003 
times the neutron’s radius. In other words, 
if the neutron were the size of the Earth, 
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Breakdown of Symmetry: Why more matter than Antimatter?
2
the charges would be displaced by less 
than the thickness of a human hair! 
A new experiment at the Fundamental 
Neutron Physics Beamline at Oak Ridge 
National Laboratory offers the prospect 
of extending this search by improving the 
sensitivity more than a hundredfold, as 
indicated by the green dot off-scale in the 
plot. The ambitious goal is well within the 
predicted parameter space of the models 
that can explain the matter asymmetry. If 
no EDM is found at this level, radically new 







































































In Search of the New Standard Model
Figure 2.22:  Experimental sensitivities to new supersymmetric particles 
and electroweak baryogenesis. The axes give relevant supersymmetric 
particle masses (µ and M1). The hatched region indicates allowed values 
for the observed baryon asymmetry of the universe. The solid red region 
is excluded by supersymmetric particle searches at the LEP collider, while 
the solid blue region is ruled out by the current limit on the EDM of the 
electron. The LHC will explore the region to the left of the green dashed 
line. A future neutron EDM experiment with a sensitivity of 4 × 10-27 e⋅cm 
will explore the region up to the black dashed line.  The next-generation 
neutron and electron EDM experiments discussed in this Long Range Plan 
will reach beyond this sensitivity.
In Search of the New Standard Model
























































































In Search of the New Standard Model
2 × 3 m. This detector has been deployed 
since 2003 at the San Onofre Nuclear 
Generating Station in San Clemente, 
California. The detector is 17 meters below 
ground in a room about 25 meters from 
the reactor core. The detector consists of 
three subsystems: the central detector and 
two shields. The central detector, in which 
the antineutrinos are detected, consists 
of four stainless-steel cells each filled with 
0.25 cubic meter of liquid scintillator laced 
with gadolinium atoms. The signature for 
the detection of an antineutrino is the 
flashes of the prompt and delayed light 
that is initiated by p + ν−e →	n	+	e+	reaction. 
The emitted e+ produces the prompt light 
from both direct ionization and annihila-
tion with an electron. The delayed light 
comes about 30 µs later from the gamma 
rays emitted from neutron capture on 
gadolinium. The central detector is sur-
rounded on all sides by a passive water 
shield. This shield attenu-
ates gamma and neutron 
backgrounds. The active 
shield placed outside 
the water shield detects 
and “vetoes” penetrating 
cosmic rays.
As nations rush to enhance their global economic competitiveness, 
the International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) is facing an increasingly knotty 
challenge to global security. The IAEA, 
which is responsible for monitoring civil 
nuclear facilities and nuclear inventories in 
non-nuclear weapons countries, has found 
that many of those countries are planning 
to meet at least some of their burgeon-
ing energy needs with nuclear power. 
The global nuclear power capacity could 
increase as much as 40% by 2020, accord-
ing to the agency’s studies, with most of 
the increase occurring in the Middle and 
Far East and South Asia (for details see 
http://www.iaea.org/OurWork/ST/NE/Pess/
RDS1.shtml). So how can the IAEA monitor 
all those plants for compliance with non-
proliferation treaties? 
Meeting this challenge would be a 
lot easier if the IAEA had an easily field-
deployable detector that could peer 
into an operating reactor and—in real 
time—give an accurate readout of how 
much plutonium or uranium was actually 
present in the fuel rods. And now a poten-
tial solution is in hand, thanks to years of 
basic research on those elusive elementary 
particles known as neutrinos. Drawing on 
that experience, nuclear and particle physi-
cists from Lawrence Livermore and Sandia 
National Laboratories have designed an 
antineutrino detector that provides two 
ways of tracking the amount of plutonium-
239 and uranium-235 in a working reactor. 
One method involves examining changes 
in the total rate of detected antineutrinos 
over time; the second involves looking at 
changes in the energy spectrum of the 
emitted antineutrinos. 
A diagram of the one-ton prototype 
detector is shown in the figure. Its total 
















monitoring Nuclear Reactors with Antineutrinos
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In Search of the New Standard Model
Figure 2.23: Predicted scale dependence of the weak mixing angle in 
the Standard Model. The vertical axis gives sin2θW, while the horizontal 
axis gives the energy scale Q at which various experiments have been 
performed. The error in the predicted “running” is given by the width of 
the solid blue line and is dominated by the experimental error in sin2θW 
at the Z pole. Results from cesium atomic parity violation (APV), parity-
violating Møller scattering, and neutrino-nucleus deep-inelastic scattering 
(ν-DIS) are shown, along with prospective sensitivities of the JLAB QWEAK 
experiment.
Seventy-five years ago, Wolfgang Pauli proposed a hypothetical weakly inter-
acting particle to solve what seemed—
based on experimental observations—to 
be the violation of energy momentum and 
spin conservation in nuclear beta decay. 
The particle, called the neutrino by Enrico 
Fermi, was postulated to be a spin-1/2, 
electrically neutral particle and to have a 
very tiny or zero rest mass. The conjectured 
neutrino was able to reconcile experi-
mental observations with established 
fundamental symmetry principles and was 
quickly incorporated into the theoretical 
framework of nuclear physics. A quarter of 
a century passed before this elusive par-
ticle was finally experimentally observed 
by Reines and Cowan in the mid-1950s, 
transforming it from a theoretical construct 
to a bona fide particle.
Today, unraveling the properties of the 
neutrino could hold the keys to explaining 
some of the most basic, unsolved puzzles 
in physics: Why is there more matter than 
antimatter in the present universe? How 
did the fundamental forces of nature 
evolve from the primeval interactions at 
the end of the Big Bang? What causes stars 
to explode in cataclysmic events called 
supernovae? 
In the past decade our knowledge of 
neutrinos and their role in the universe has 
undergone a remarkable transformation. 
We have discovered that neutrinos mutate 
or “oscillate” from one species to another 
as they travel from the Sun to the Earth, 
make their way from the upper reaches 
of the atmosphere to the Earth’s surface, 
and when they radiate from the cores of 
nuclear reactors. We have learned that 
neutrinos do indeed have mass, making 
them the lightest matter particles known, 
at least 250,000 times lighter than the 
electron. And we have learned that, tiny 
though their masses are, neutrinos play an 
important role in shaping the largest scales 
of the cosmos. 
Our new knowledge of neutrinos is 
summarized in the figure below. Neutrino 
oscillation experiments have measured 
the differences of the squares of differ-
ent neutrino masses and isolated two 
possible orderings of the neutrino levels. 
These experiments have also told us how 
the three known 
neutrinos (ν1 , ν2 , and 
ν3) are composed 
of mixtures of the 
three elementary 
“flavors” (e, µ,	and τ). 
None of this informa-
tion appears in the 
Standard Model, and 
it has revolution-
ized our picture of 
nature’s fundamental 
interactions. 
Despite this new 
knowledge, the most 
basic properties of 
the neutrino remain 
to be discovered. 
Are they their own 
antiparticle? Do their 
interactions violate 
charge-parity symmetry? If so, neutrino 
interactions in the early universe could be 
responsible for generating the predomi-
nance of matter in today’s universe. How 
large are their masses? Neutrino oscillation 
experiments only give us the mass-squared 
differences, but not the overall scale. And, 
how do their flavor oscillations affect the 
shockwaves in exploding stars?
The Standard Model of particle physics 
answers none of these questions, but new 
experiments in nuclear physics will provide 
answers. Searches for the neutrinoless dou-
ble beta decay of nuclei will tell us whether 
neutrinos are their own antiparticles. More 
precise measurements of tritium beta 
decay will provide the most sensitive direct 
probe of the mass. And new measure-
ments of flavor oscillations using neutrinos 
from nuclear reactors and from the Sun will 
help us better understand how neutrinos 
affect both the death of stars and the birth 
of the present universe. 
A few years after proposing the 
neutrino as a “desperate way out” to save 
basic symmetry principles, Wolfgang Pauli 
exclaimed, “I have done a terrible thing. I 
have postulated a particle that cannot be 
detected.” Today, we know that neutrinos 
not only can be detected, but that discov-
ering their basic nature could help resolve 
some of nature’s deepest mysteries.
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Related Studies
Nuclear physicists are also making key contributions to 
research for which other subfields provide the primary capital 
funding. Reactor neutrino measurements of θ13 and searches 
for charged lepton flavor violation are two examples discussed 
above. A third area involves the quest to determine the nature 
of the cold dark matter (CDM) that makes up roughly one-
quarter of the cosmic energy density. Direct CDM-detection 
experiments involve low-background, cryogenic technology 
for which nuclear physicists provide key expertise. Similarly, 
nuclear physicists are participating in indirect CDM searches 
that entail measurements of high-energy solar neutrinos, as in 
the IceCube experiment. In a quite different approach to the 
New Standard Model, searches for extra dimensions and for 
the connections between the predictions of general relativity 
and fundamental interactions are being made with exquisitely 
sensitive torsion balance technology. 
Weak Probes of Nuclear Physics, 
astroPhysics, aNd Qcd
Among the motivations for developing a predictive New 
Standard Model is the power it affords in understanding the 
structure of hadrons, nuclei, and astrophysical objects. A 
primary example is the exploitation of neutrinos to unravel 
first the properties of neutrinos themselves, and then the 
mechanism by which the Sun produces its energy. A number 
of important applications of weak-interaction probes being 
carried out by nuclear physicists are described below.
solar Neutrinos
The success of the standard solar model in predicting the 
central temperature of the Sun to 1% is a stunning achieve-
ment for astrophysical theory and nuclear physics measure-
ments. Yet it may come as a surprise that, while the core 
presumably burns steadily in quasistatic equilibrium, the con-
vective zone is complex and poorly understood. Solar irradi-
ance variations are suspected to be the origin of the Maunder 
minimum, a period between 1650 and 1700 when sunspots 
were absent and the northern hemisphere was exceptionally 
cold. The Sun’s radiant output at the current epoch could 
differ by a few percent from the energy production rate at the 
core. A direct measurement of the neutrino fluxes with high 
precision would yield a value for the true average solar output 
and whether the present epoch is unusual in any respect. At a 
time when society is carefully evaluating the energy balances 
that drive climate change, a precise determination of the 
Sun’s true energy production rate is a matter of importance. 
Only neutrino physics offers a means to determine this cru-
cially important quantity.
The program requires percent-level absolute measurements 
of the pp or pep and 7Be fluxes, and a less precise measure-
ment of the CNO cycle (see below). Such measurements can 
be made by elastic scattering of neutrinos from electrons in 
detectors such as Borexino (having reported the first direct 
measurement of the 7Be flux, in August 2007), KamLAND 
(being converted to a solar experiment), or CLEAN (a 
liquid neon experiment in Research and development). 
Alternatively, neutrino charged-current reactions on nuclei 
can be observed in experiments such as LENS (an indium 
experiment in Research and development). The elastic-
scattering experiments enjoy important advantages in this 
program: the cross section is known, the detected rates are 
larger than in practical charged-current experiments, and the 
dependence on the mixing angles is less. Backgrounds are a 
more serious issue. 
The CNO cycle functions as an independent energy 
production source in the Sun, and is of importance not only 
in determining the solar energy production rate but also in 
fixing the presolar metallicity. While laboratory measure-
ments in the LUNA facility at Gran Sasso have resolved 
uncertainties about the critical 14N(p,γ)15O reaction rate, the 
CNO flux is now subject to new theoretical uncertainty due 
to a controversy over abundances, with recent measurements 
indicating a 30–40% decrease in the concentrations of light 
“metals” such as carbon and oxygen.
Geoneutrinos
Geoneutrino experiments make it possible to sample the 
amount and location of heat generation in the Earth, which 
can provide a strong constraint on mantle convection models 
and permit a test of a fundamental assumption in Earth 
formation models, namely that the uranium-to-thorium ratio 
does not vary. These are important questions and of great 
significance to geology. They will be answered by nuclear 
physicists, who have the necessary expertise to perform these 
neutrino measurements.
Electroweak Probes of the Strong Interaction
Precise measurements of PV electron-scattering asym-
metries at MIT-Bates, Mainz, and JLAB have been per-
formed on hydrogen, deuterium, and helium targets to derive 
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Facilities for Nuclear Science
Thanks to the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider at Brookhaven National 
Laboratory, which is doing double duty as 
the first collider of polarized proton beams, 
physicists have been able to make their 
best measurements to date of how gluons 
contribute to the proton’s ”spin”: an intrinsic 
property that causes the particle to behave 
like a tiny compass needle with a magnetic 
north and south pole. 
There are two major challenges to pro-
ducing these polarized proton collisions. 
The first is to create the polarized beams 
so that all the protons have their spins 
pointing in the same direction. This is the 
task of the Brookhaven Optically Pumped 
Polarized Ion Source. The process begins 
with an intense laser beam that polarizes 
the electrons in a population of rubidium 
atoms. These polarized electrons are then 
transferred to unpolarized protons, where 
they form hydrogen atoms. Then the 
electrons transfer their polarization to the 







Once the polarized protons are in 
hand, the second challenge is to keep their 
spins aligned throughout the acceleration 
process. What makes this difficult is that 
the electric and magnetic fields used to 
accelerate the proton beams also inter-
act with each proton’s intrinsic magnetic 
moment, which causes the particle’s spin 
axis to wobble, or “precess,” like a spinning 
top. If the frequency of the spin preces-
sion should equal the beam’s revolution or 
orbit oscillation frequencies, this wobble 
can easily go out of control and destroy 
the beam’s spin alignment. To keep this 
from happening, the physicists have 
inserted helical dipole magnets, also called 
“Siberian snakes,” in both the injector and 
RHIC itself. As a result, RHIC now routinely 
operates with 100 × 100 GeV proton colli-
sions having up to 65% polarization in each 
of the two beams. For the first time, more-
over, the facility has accelerated polarized 
protons to 250 GeV. 
Polarized Proton Collisions at RHiC

































































































































 Facltes for Nuclear Scence
The same accelerators developed to advance fundamental nuclear science 
have also found practical application in the 
simulation of various radiation environ-
ments, from the natural backgrounds 
found in space, the atmosphere, and at 
ground level, to the intense fluxes found 
inside nuclear reactors and future accelera-
tors. These simulations are increasingly 
important in the aerospace and electronics 
industries, avionics, large supercomputer 
and server farms, materials and super-
conducting magnet development, health 
physics, and many other fields. 
Modern micro-electronics are par-
ticularly vulnerable—especially in space, 
where there is no atmosphere to protect 
satellites from cosmic rays. A charged par-
ticle can cause single-event effects ranging 
from correctable errors such as “bitflips” in 
memories, to control failures and destruc-
tive burnout. Because these effects are 
most prevalent for high energy loss along 
Radiation effects
the ion path, accelerator simulations most 
commonly use heavy ions.
In addition to single-event effects, elec-
tronics can also exhibit cumulative effects 
due to the steady displacement of atoms in 
the solid-state microchips. This cumulative 
damage also shows up in photonic com-
ponents and advanced solar cells. Protons 
are often used to measure these effects.
While the Earth’s magnetic field traps 
the protons and heavy-ion components of 
cosmic rays and prevents them from reach-
ing sea level, bombardments with atoms 
in the atmosphere can generate spallation 
neutrons of enough energy to make it 
to sea level, and are a bigger concern at 
the typical altitudes used by commer-
cial aircraft. Neutron effects on avionics 
and ground-based electronics result in 
two types of errors: “soft errors” such as 
single-event upsets in memory chips, and 
“hard errors” that require a power cycle or 
more complicated procedures to correct. 
The first accelerator simulation experi-
ments were performed by the Boeing 
Corporation for certification of the Boeing 
777 passenger airliner.
Facilities supported by the Department 
of Energy and the National Science 
Foundation have provided time for such 
research on a number of their accelerators, 
including the heavy-ion accelerators at the 
88-Inch Cyclotron facility at the Lawrence 
Berkeley National Laboratory, the National 
Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory 
(NSCL) at Michigan State University, the 
K500 cyclotron at Texas A&M University, 
and the tandem and booster accelerators 
at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider at 
Brookhaven National Laboratory. Protons 
are provided by the 88-Inch Cyclotron 
and at the Indiana University Cyclotron 
Facility (a former NSF nuclear physics 
facility). Spallation neutrons are avail-
able at the Los Alamos Neutron Science 
Center (LANSCE). The number of hours 
provided by these facilities over the course 
of a year range from less than 100 (NSCL) 
to 3000 (LANSCE). For heavy ions, Texas 
A&M University and the 88-Inch Cyclotron 
combined are providing nearly 5000 hours 
a year. At LBNL, the U.S. defense agencies 
provide 40% of the operating budget. 
Nonetheless, the need for beam time 
at accelerator facilities for radiation-effects 
testing is expected to continue to increase. 
A broad variety of beam capabilities at U.S. 
facilities will be needed to meet the evolv-
ing requirements for electronic testing. For 
example, in the last several years the need 
for higher-energy (≥15 MeV/nucleon) heavy 
ions has become more important because 
of the increased use of thick overlayers 
that must be traversed before reaching the 
sensitive region of the chip. New technical 
challenges will be introduced by trends in 
manufacturing such as reductions in fea-
ture size, new materials, and higher clock 
speeds. Moreover, as testing gets more 
sophisticated, new physics effects have 
been found such as geometrical effects 
and low dose effects in total dose testing. Electronics.circuit.being.tested.with.a.heavy-ion.beam.at.the.Texas.A&M.University.K500.supercon-
ducting.cyclotron ..
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Facltes for Nuclear Scence
The Facility for Rare Isotope Beams promises to extend scientists’ 
reach far beyond anything they 
can achieve with current 
isotope production 
facilities. But FRIB 
would never have 
been viable without 
advances in key 
technologies such 
as new ion sources, 
new accelerating 
structures, and new 
concepts in experimen-
tal equipment.
An example of new 
technology can be found in 
the figure above, which displays 
an advanced Superconducting Radio-
Frequency (SRF) triple-spoke cavity. This 
structure was developed for efficient 
acceleration of heavy ions to half the 
speed of light. Its design reduces operation 
and construction costs, yet provides the 
required operational safety margin.
The ambitious goals of FRIB have neces-
sitated similar advances in many other 
areas. For example, the goal of achieving 
beam powers of 400 kW—nearly 10 times 
higher than any other heavy-ion rare-
isotope facility—required a new gen-
eration of Electron Cyclotron Resonance 
(ECR) ion sources based on high-power 
microwave technology. The VENUS source 
at LBNL, shown in the figure to the right, 
Research and Development for the Facility for Rare, isotope Beams
has met the 
design goals and in 
many instances exceeded 
them, allowing the cost of FRIB to be 
significantly reduced.
Efficient use of the new isotopes cre-
ated by FRIB also requires a new genera-
tion of nuclear detection schemes. An 
example is the GRETINA project, now 
under construction, and its follow-on full 
implementation GRETA, which will increase 
the sensitivity of gamma-ray detection 
from rare isotopes by up to a factor of 
10,000. GRETINA and GRETA, shown in the 
figure below, are based on a new genera-
tion of gamma-ray detectors that include 
the ability to “track” gamma rays and deter-
mine precisely the position in the detector 
where the photon hits and the direction 
from which it came.
The advances driven by the goals of 
FRIB are already finding potential applica-
tions in other areas. The SRF developments 
will have an impact on the research and 
development work underway in high-
energy physics in support of a future 
International Linear Collider. ECR devel-
opments have an immediate benefit 
at current accelerator facilities and at 
high-intensity sources of ions for material 
processing. Detector technology, such as 
gamma-ray tracking, can provide revo-
lutionary developments in areas such as 
medicine and homeland security.
Figures:
Top left: Cut-away CAD-model view of a 
niobium triple-spoke superconducting resona-
tor nested in an integral stainless-steel helium 
vessel developed at ANL. Research for the FRIB 
accelerator has led to major innovations in 
superconducting accelerators that will have an 
impact in many fields.
Above: The VENUS ECR ion source developed 
at LBNL. This source has produced record 
intensities of highly charged uranium, which 
will allow FRIB to achieve power levels 10 times 
what will be available elsewhere.
left: Hand in hand with advances in accelerator 
physics, new concepts for advanced detec-
tion of nuclear decays will also push the reach 
of new rare-isotope facilities. One of the most 
significant is the development of very high-
efficiency gamma ray detection with tracking 
capability. The GRETA concept, shown in the 
figure, will increase the sensitivity of experi-
ments by a factor of 10,000 or more.
00
0
Detectors at CEBAF: Exploring the 

























































































Facltes for Nuclear Scence
The weak force is unique among all the other known forces of nature 
because it violates a symmetry known as 
parity. That is, it distinguishes between 
right-handed and left-handed particles. 
This handedness was experimentally 
discovered just over 50 years ago, when a 
collaboration between nuclear physicists 
at what was then the National Bureau of 
Standards, and Prof. C.S. Wu of Columbia 
University, measured an asymmetry in 
the radioactive decay of polarized cobalt 
nuclei. Today, weak interaction experi-
ments have become such a standard part 
of the nuclear physics arsenal that a pro-
gram of electron-scattering experiments is 
using them to probe hadron structure and 
fundamental symmetries of nature. This 
program is made possible by two essential 
ingredients: high-performance polarized 
electron sources and the control of the 
beam properties at the nanometer scale. 
While the weak force violates parity in 
a maximum possible way, it is so “weak” 
relative to electromagnetism that its 
effect on the scattering of right- versus 
left-handed electrons is still quite tiny. 
Indeed, physicists can see the effect only 
by measuring scattering rates with an 
accuracy of a few parts per billion. This 
quest for accuracy drives the require-
ments for large-acceptance detectors, 
high-intensity beams with high polariza-
tion, and exceptionally good control over 
small changes in beam properties when 
the helicity, or handedness, of the beam is 
reversed. Significant improvements in this 
last constraint have been achieved through 
a symbiotic effort by the accelerator scien-
tists and the nuclear physicists performing 
the experiments. Careful alignment of 
the optical elements of the laser used to 
generate the electron beam (as shown in 
the bottom figure on the adjacent page) 
minimizes helicity-related shifts in the elec-
trons’ position and intensity before they 
reach the accelerator. Such techniques 
have been used by the G0 and HAPPEX 
collaborations at JLAB, and also at SLAC in 
experiment E158, the best measurement to 
date of the electron’s weak charge.
The tight constraints on the electrons’ 
helicity-correlated parameters also drive 
accelerator performance, which has several 
kilometers of beam transport and four 
decades of momentum gain from injec-
tor to target. Helicity-related shifts in the 
electron beam’s position in the injector 
region are shown in the left part of the 
figure below. Careful tuning of the beam 
transport to eliminate coupling between 
the horizontal and vertical dimensions 
allows a natural damping as the electrons 
gain momentum along their path to the 
experimental area. The result is a factor of 
5–30 improvement in these tiny position 
shifts, shown in the right side of the figure.
The main focus of the present experi-
mental program has been to study low-
energy strong interactions, where one can 
combine the complementary electromag-
netic and weak information to disentangle 
the contributions of up, down, and strange 
quarks to the proton’s charge and magne-
tism. These experiments now place tight 
constraints on the strange-quark contribu-
tions and provide an important benchmark 
for calculations of proton structure using 
lattice QCD or other techniques. The next 
generation of experiments will rely on 
these results for precision probes of the 
New Standard Model.
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Facltes for Nuclear Scence
what began in 2001 as an academic investigation—how to make 
carbon nanotubes with a free electron 
laser (FEL)—has moved into a new phase. 
Researchers at NASA’s Langley Research 
Center and the FEL at Jefferson Lab are 
now producing high-quality, single-wall 
carbon nanotubes in quantities sufficient 
for testing in aerospace applications. Many 
researchers believe that such nanotubes 
may lead to an entirely new generation 
of very lightweight materials as strong or 
stronger than steel.
Carbon nanotubes, cousins of the 
buckyball, were discovered in 1991. Each 
one is essentially a sheet of graphite curled 
up into a cylinder measuring about one 
nanometer (one billionth of a meter) wide 
and up to one millimeter long. Laser-
synthesized nanotubes tend to have 
superior properties to those produced by 
other techniques. The raw material can 
be very pure, and the tubes themselves 
are straight, homogeneous, and defect 
free. The problem is making them in large 
quantities. Typical tabletop lasers use tens 
of watts to make nanotubes at around 
200 milligrams per hour. 
To do better, scientists at NASA Langley 
Research Center designed a new nanotube 
synthesis process and apparatus that uses a 
custom-made, rod-shaped graphite target. 
A beam of infrared laser light at a wave-
length of 1.6 microns from the Jefferson 
Lab FEL vaporizes layers of the spinning 
target to create a plume of nanotubes. It 
has been demonstrated that this process 
can be used to make about 100 milligrams 
of nanotubes per minute; that rate can fill 
a coffee cup with raw material in about 
15 minutes. Research is continuing to 
increase the yield.
The unique features of the laser beam 
at the Jefferson Lab FEL enable nanotubes 
to be fabricated differently than with 
conventional lasers. The Jefferson Lab FEL 
emits a series of “ultrafast” infrared laser 
light pulses (each pulse lasts less than a 
picosecond, or one trillionth of a second) 
at a high repetition rate of 9.4 MHz, about 
9.4 million flashes a second. The ultrafast 
pulses directly excite the reactants to form 
the nanotubes, unlike a conventional laser, 
which heats up a material to produce 
them. Research continues on the FEL-based 
synthesis process with emphasis on scal-
ing up to produce sufficient quantities for 
device fabrication. One interesting finding 
so far is that the diameter of the nanotubes 
can be varied by changing the laser’s 
parameters. Since different applications 
require different sizes, this may turn out 
to be a big advantage of FEL-synthesized 
nanotubes. An example of carbon nano-
tubes fabricated using the Jefferson Lab 
FEL is shown in the figure.
Initial applications of the nanotubes at 
NASA Langley will be in fiber-reinforced 
materials. The research is now focusing on 
purifying and processing the raw material 
and will soon shift to incorporating nano-
tubes into palm-sized test pieces. NASA 
is interested in high-strength, lightweight 
materials that are multifunctional (can 
sense strain, bend and flex themselves, 
or conduct heat and electric charge). In 
theory, carbon nanotube-reinforced mate-
rials can provide all these functionalities, 
saving critical weight in a myriad of aero 
and space applications.
Institutions affiliated with the research 
include NASA Langley Research Center, 
Jefferson Lab, National Institute of 
Aerospace (NIA), The College of William 
and Mary Department of Applied Science, 



















































































































































































































































































Neutron Detectors at the FNPB: Correlations, 
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AT u.S. FACIlITIeS 
Here.we.illustrate.examples.of.significant.participation.
from.abroad.in.select.U .S .-hosted.programs .





















































































In education,.U .S ..universities.continue.to.train.outstand-
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detector, about 300 km away, for the study of neutrino oscil-
lations. The themes of the research program in high-energy 
and nuclear physics will include the study of hypernuclear 
states (nuclei having an implanted strange quark), dense 
nuclear matter, searches for new exotic particles, and high-
energy proton scattering. The particle beams to be used in 
this research have been largely unavailable since the termi-
nation of the Brookhaven National Laboratory Alternating 
Gradient Synchrotron (AGS) fixed-target program. J-PARC 
is a major three-community facility, providing particle beams 
for nuclear physics QCD research and neutrino, muon, 
and kaon beams for tests of fundamental symmetries and 
neutrino oscillation studies. Japanese nuclear physicists are 
world experts in hypernuclear physics. They carried out a 
limited but very effective program at the AGS before the AGS 
program was terminated. In recent years they have worked 
at JLAB, bringing their sophisticated detectors to bear on a 
wide variety of physics problems involving strange quarks. 
GSI/FAIR: Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research, 
Darmstadt, Germany. The GSI Laboratory in Darmstadt, 
Germany, has been the site of a world-class heavy-ion physics 
program devoted to the study of compressed nuclear mat-
ter and nuclear structure. The laboratory is known for the 
discovery of some of the heaviest elements in the periodic 
chart. GSI is currently investing in a significant upgrade of 
their accelerator facilities in a complex of cooler storage rings 
known as FAIR (figure 3.2). It will have substantial programs 
in the study of QCD using antiprotons; the study of dense, 
heated nuclear matter using relativistic heavy ions; tests of 
quantum electrodynamics using highly stripped atoms; study 
of the characteristics of dense, hot plasmas driven by heavy-
ion beams; and research using beams of rare isotopes. The 
FAIR facility will produce stored beams of cooled antipro-
tons, giving new life to a physics program pioneered at the 
CERN Low-Energy Anti-proton Ring (LEAR), which was 
closed in the mid- 1990s, and the FNAL antiproton accumu-
lator, which hosted a high-precision study of charm mesons. 
The focus of the FAIR antiproton-based physics program is 
the production of ordinary and exotic hadrons containing 
charm quarks. It is complementary to the GlueX program 
designed for the 12 GeV CEBAF Upgrade, which will allow 
the study of exotic hadrons with the light up, down, and 
strange quarks. The new facility also will produce fast beams 
of rare isotopes by a technique known as in-flight separa-
tion, where nuclear fragments are collected and focused to a 
beam using a large Fragment Recoil Separator (Super-FRS). 
The secondary beams at GSI will be produced by fragmenta-
tion of heavy projectiles, up to uranium, and collected in 
the Super-FRS fragment separator. The separated, fast, rare 
isotopes can be studied directly following the Super-FRS or 
captured in storage rings to react with internal targets or col-
lide with electron beams. 
International Collaborations and Facilities
Figure 3.1: An artist’s rendi-
tion of the J-PARC facility 
being built in Japan at a cost 
of about $1.5 billion. The 
facility will provide proton, 
pion, kaon, antiproton, and 
neutrino beams for experi-
ments in nuclear science.

























































Figure 3.2: A schematic view of the FAIR facility (red 
lines) next to the existing GSI facility. Commitments 
for construction of FAIR now exceed $1 billion. Ground 
breaking took place in November, 2007.





















































































































in Nuclear Science, A Status Report and Recommendations for 
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Figure 4.1: Employment of nuclear sci-
ence Ph.D.s, from “5–10 year out” survey in 
the NSAC Education Cerny Report. 






















Direct Involvement of Young Students 

































































Educaton: Tranng the Next Generaton




































The National Nuclear Security Administration within DOE is commit-
ted to recruiting a highly talented work-
force ready to solve the most challenging 
scientific problems associated with ensur-
ing the safety, reliability, and performance 
of the nuclear stockpile in the absence of 
nuclear weapons testing. To realize this 
goal, the NNSA initiated the Stockpile 
Stewardship Academic Alliance program 
to support the U.S. scientific community 
in the critical areas of low-energy nuclear 
science, materials science, and high-energy 
density physics. 
Founded in 2002, the SSAA has sup-
ported numerous projects in low-energy 
nuclear science, from the theory of fission 
to measurements of neutron-induced 
training the Next Generation to meet the Nation’s  
Challenges: Stockpile Stewardship Academic  



















around.the.world ..To.sustain.U .S ..scientific.and.technologi-
cal.leadership,.this.tradition.must.continue ..However,.the.
























Ph .D .s.in.our.field.will.begin.to.rise ..Support.for.the.research.
reactions on rare actinides and fission 
fragments. The Center of Excellence 
for Radioactive Ion Beam Studies for 
Stewardship Science is an example of one 
of these projects. This SSAA—a consor-
tium of nuclear scientists led by Professor 
Jolie Cizewski of Rutgers University—is 
developing and using radioactive beams of 
fission fragments for reaction and structure 
studies. They are also constructing the 
Oak Ridge Rutgers University Barrel Array 
(ORRUBA) of position-sensitive silicon 
strip detectors. The center provides direct 
support for undergraduate and graduate 
students and postdoctoral scholars, and 
facilitates the participation of other stu-
dents and postdoctoral scholars. As of fall 
2007, 22 undergraduate students, 25 grad-
uate students, and 16 postdoctoral fellows 
from 19 universities have participated in 
the activities of this center. All participants 
are encouraged to attend the annual sym-
posia of the SSAA, as well as play visible 
roles in the annual review of the center’s 
activities led by scientists from NNSA. 
A key component of the center is 
for all participants to travel annually to 
either Lawrence Livermore or Los Alamos 
National Laboratories for a workshop. At 
these one-day workshops, the graduate 
students and postdoctoral fellows associ-
ated with the center make presentations 
on their research and have the opportunity 
to hear firsthand about the challenging 
opportunities in basic and applied nuclear 
science. The most successful activity is the 
poster session where the scientists from 
these applied science laboratories can 
personally meet the students and postdoc-
toral fellows, a first step to recruiting them 
to future positions at these labs. To date 
two former postdoctoral fellows associ-
ated with the center are doing research at 
Livermore National Laboratory, with others 
considering such opportunities as they 
complete their studies and research. 












































In the early 1990s Saskia Mioduszewski was introduced to experimental 
nuclear physics when she participated in 
undergraduate research programs, first 
at the University of Tennessee 
(through the Science Alliance) 
and subsequently at TUNL (REU 
program at NCSU). Saskia went 
on to earn a Ph.D. in nuclear 
physics at the University of 
Tennessee and continued her 
explorations of relativistic heavy 
ion collisions at BNL. There she 
established herself as a leader 
in the RHIC physics community. 
Recently Texas A&M 
University was able to capital-
ize on a two-body opportunity 
Undergraduate Research Comes Full Circle
husband—two years earlier. In her position 
at Texas A&M she is not only able to do 
cutting-edge science that she enjoys, but 
also is educating the next generation of 
nuclear scientists both as a 
mentor to graduate students 
and REU students.
Although Dr. Mioduszewski 
aimed to study science and 
mathematics, she states that 
“without those undergraduate 
research experiences I would 
not have imagined myself in a 
career in experimental nuclear 
physics.”
and attract Dr. Mioduszewski into the 
physics department as an assistant profes-
sor. Texas A&M had hired Ralf Rapp—an 
outstanding nuclear theorist and her 










































































Table 4.1: The gender and ethncty background of U.S. ctzens who 
receved nuclear scence Ph.D.s. The left column of data s taken from the 
200 NSAC Educaton Survey of nuclear scentsts who had receved ther 
Ph.D.s n the perod –. The rght column s data from the 200 
DOE Workforce Survey, for those recevng Ph.D.s n nuclear scence n 




Ph.D.s 5–10 years 
prior to 2003 
2006 DOE 
Workforce 







Asian.or.Asian.American 1 .2% 5%




Hispanic 0 .6% 4%
Mixed.race.or.ethnicity 6 .2% –
Educaton: Tranng the Next Generaton
The Modular Neutron Array, a major experimental device located at the 
National Superconducting Cyclotron 
Laboratory, was assembled almost exclu-
sively by undergraduate students at 10 
different, primarily undergraduate colleges 
and universities. Following the comple-
tion of the array, the MoNA collaboration 
has continued as an ongoing, multi-
institutional research collaboration that 
includes undergraduate participation as 
a central feature. Undergraduate students 
from the MoNA collaboration institutions 
have participated at the NSCL in every 
MoNA experiment to date, and MoNA 
undergraduates are carrying out essential 
components of the data analysis from 
these experiments.
Members of the MoNA collaboration 
have worked hard and creatively to ensure 
the continuing participation of faculty and 
students from the undergraduate institu-
tions. Weekly videoconferences, recently 
enhanced by new hardware provided by a 
grant from the state of Michigan, provide 
an opportunity for discussion of data 
analysis issues, ideas for future experi-
ments, and other topics. Since one of the 
videoconference sites in the MoNA data 
collection area is at the NSCL, students 
can even carry out online data analysis 
during experiments without traveling to 
the NSCL. Email distribution lists, including 
one restricted to undergraduate students, 
provide avenues for asynchronous com-
munication. Since 2004, members of the 
collaboration—faculty, graduate students, 
and undergraduates—have gathered 
The moNA Collaboration: A multi-institutional Research 
Collaboration with Undergraduate Participation at its Core
for an annual collaboration meeting, 
where papers and experiment propos-
als are written, data analysis issues are 
addressed, responsibilities are delegated, 
and the collaboration itself is renewed and 
reinvigorated.
This multi-institutional model of 
undergraduate research participation 
offers a number of 
important advantages 
for nuclear science in 
particular since most 
experiments are now 
performed at national 
user facilities. Regular 
contact with students 
and faculty from other 
institutions helps 
MoNA undergradu-
ates to see themselves 
as part of the nuclear 
science community, 
and encourages them 
to continue on this 
career path.
From its incep-
tion in 2001 through 
January 2007, 62 
undergraduates 
experienced the thrill 
of participation in 
cutting-edge research 
in nuclear physics 
through participation 
in research as part of 
the MoNA collabora-
tion. Forty-two of 
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and 19 (45%) were in graduate school in 
physics, with five (12%) of those students 
having already chosen to pursue nuclear 
physics. Six more students had gone on to 
graduate school in chemistry or engineer-
ing, and three were preparing for high 























































































Educaton: Tranng the Next Generaton
rHIC has made international headlines since the facility’s commissioning in 
1999. The very idea of probing the matter 
that existed during the first microseconds 
after the Big Bang has sparked the imagina-
tion of many. The RHIC story is an excellent 
example of how new and exciting science 
can capture public interest if conveyed in 
an open, comprehensible way.
Conveying this excitement to the 
public, and to teachers and students at all 
levels, is critical for the health of nuclear 
science. Brookhaven National Laboratory’s 
Community, Education, Government, 
and Public Affairs directorate has worked 
RHiC Communications
collaboratively with members of the RHIC 
community to effectively communicate 
the excitement of RHIC science, turning 
controversy over science fiction (the per-
ceived possibility of creating black holes) 
into positive public anticipation of new 
scientific discoveries.
The specific audiences targeted for 
major communications activity include 
the science community, funding agencies, 
elected officials, educators and students, 
the science-attentive public, the general 
public, and both science and mainstream 
media. Enhancing the laboratory’s image 
in the local community and promoting 
science literacy share equal importance 
with communicating the scientific accom-
plishments of RHIC to the national and 
worldwide media.
Over the past decade, numerous stud-
ies have pointed to an increasingly urgent 
need to prepare more U.S. citizens for lead-
ership roles in basic and applied physical 
sciences. Whether through media reports, 
summer tours of the collider complex, or 
numerous other ways of publicizing the 
machine, the scientists, and the science, 
keeping RHIC in the spotlight will encour-
age more students to consider nuclear 
science as a career choice. 
RHIC.and.BNL.Summer.Sundays.typically.attract.over.1000.members.of.the.public.each.August ..






























ricula.(e .g .,.sharing.of.course.material) ..Some.aspects.of.the.
nationally.coordinated.outreach.program.may.include.the.
following:

































































• the enhancement of existing programs and the 
inception of new ones that address the goals of 
increasing the visibility of nuclear science in under-
graduate education and the involvement of under-
graduates in research and
• the development and dissemination of materials and 
hands-on activities that demonstrate core nuclear 




















Academies Creating teacher Scientists
The Department of Energy Academies Creating Teacher Scientists program 
is a teacher professional-development 
program funded by the DOE Office of 
Science. Each participating teacher makes 
a commitment to attend a summer 
program at a DOE national laboratory for 
three consecutive years. At Jefferson Lab, 
the ACTS program, serving fifth to eighth 
grade teachers, is four weeks in dura-
tion. It is designed to (1) build teachers’ 
content knowledge and skill base in the 
physical sciences, (2) equip teachers with 
more engaging and advanced teaching 
methods, (3) increase teachers’ ability to 
positively influence students’ interest and 
understanding of the physical sciences, 
and (4) acknowledge the important role 
that teachers play in maintaining the edu-
cational “pipeline” that develops students 
with the critical thinking skills needed to 
solve the nation’s future challenges.
Teachers are provided with a rigorous 
science course (physics in 2007, chemistry 
in 2008, and geophysics in 2009) taught by 
an expert teacher from a local high school, 
lectures and demonstrations from lab 
scientists, hands-on education workshops 
and discussions, and a hands-on sampling 
of the lab’s research environment. They 
spend half of their time working in small 
groups. All program components address 
the National Science Education Standards 
and the Virginia Standards of Learning 
(SOL).
The DOE Office of Science provides 
grants for travel and materials to teach-
ers throughout the three-year program. 
To address the ACTS leadership goals, 
all teachers are required to either make 
a presentation at a regional or national 
conference or accept a leadership role 
within their schools during the school year 
after they complete the three-year pro-
gram. Through monthly correspondence, 
Jefferson Lab tracks the teachers’ presen-
tations and newly developed leadership 
roles and helps provide support.
One participant, Christine Ward Diaz, 
was selected as a recipient of the 2007 
Presidential Award for Excellence in 
Mathematics and Science Teaching. She 
received her award from President Bush in 
May 2007 and credited the DOE/Jefferson 
Lab ACTS program with providing her with 
critical teaching skills and credentials.
Educaton: Tranng the Next Generaton0
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CoNNeCTIoNS To The hIgh-eNergy 








































Connections to other Fields
Figure 5.1: First step in construction of the New Standard Model. The neutrinos are now 
identified as states of definite mass, rather than definite flavor. The lower limits for their 
masses are from oscillation experiments; the upper limits are model-dependent cosmological 
bounds. Laboratory measurements give an upper limit of 2.3 eV for each neutrino. (Courtesy of 
Contemporary Physics Education Project. For a discussion of the neutrino mass hierarchy, see “In 
Search of the New Standard Model.”)
The total heat flow from the Earth is an estimated 40 tera-watts, with 
a distribution shown in the figure 
below. Geologists believe that 
the most significant sources of 
this heat—and therefore, the 
likely driving force for plate 
tectonics, earthquakes, and the 
geomagnetic field—are the 
natural decays of uranium and 
thorium distributed throughout 
the Earth.
As a step toward confirming this 
picture, the KamLAND experiment recently 
published a result claiming the 
first observation of neutrinos from 
uranium and thorium decays in 
the Earth—the so- called geoneu-
trinos (see figure above). This claim 
has gotten geologists very excited: 
because neutrinos pass through 
the Earth almost completely 
unhindered, they offer a truly new 
way to directly probe processes 
occurring in the depths of our 
planet. Indeed, geoneutrinos offer 
the only known method to directly mea-
sure the chemical composition at depths 
greater than a few miles.
Following up on the results from 
KamLAND would require a new 
neutrino experiment located in 
the Deep Underground Science 
and Engineering Laboratory, 
where backgrounds would be 
extremely low. By precisely mea-
suring the uranium and thorium 
concentration, such an experiment 
could revolutionize geologist’s under-
standing of the Earth. 
Taking a Picture of the Earth’s Interior with Geoneutrinos
133
and solar neutrinos. While this concept is still far from real-
ization, it has engaged the interest of two disciplines that had 
little contact heretofore.
Nuclear and particle scientists are poised to make the 
key contributions leading to a New Standard Model. The 
search for the long-anticipated Higgs particle at the LHC 
will be complemented by low-energy studies of flavor physics. 
Experiments involving lepton number violation in neutri-
noless double beta decay may determine the nature of the 
neutrino and new aspects of CP-symmetry violation. The 
origin of the matter-antimatter asymmetry may ultimately 
be revealed through studies of neutrino mass and mixing, 
the electric dipole moment of the neutron and of atoms, and 
ultra-rare K- and B-meson decays. Other fundamental sym-
metries of the New Standard Model may be revealed through 
precise measurements of the muon’s anomalous magnetic 
moment, parity-violating asymmetries in electron scattering, 
neutron and nuclear beta decay, and rare muon- and pion-
decay modes.
QCD sprang from the Standard Model of particle physics 
and is believed to be the correct theory of the strong interac-
tion. A non-Abelian gauge theory, it is too difficult for direct 
calculations as yet because of the difficulty in accounting 
for interactions among the force carriers. Nuclear theorists 
Figures:
Left: Distribution of the Earth’s heat 
flow. (Courtesy of H.N. Pollack et. al, 
Reviews of Geophysics 31, 267 (1993))
Above: Geoneutrinos, anti-electron 
neutrinos emanating from the Earth, 
are expected to serve as a unique 
window into the interior of our planet, 
revealing information that is hidden 
from other probes. The left half of this 
image shows the production distribu-
tion for the geoneutrinos detected at 
KamLAND, and the right half shows 
the geologic structure. (Courtesy of 
KamLAND Collaboration: Nature 
436, 499 (2005)).
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Loosely Bound and open Systems..Today,.much.interest.in.
several.fields.of.physics.is.devoted.to.the.study.of.small.open.
quantum.systems,.whose.properties.are.profoundly.affected.
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Nuclear physicists have made impor-tant contributions to the study of 
strongly coupled superfluid systems 
like ultra-cold Fermi atoms, which show 
many similarities to the cold nuclear mat-
ter found in the crust of neutron stars. 
Neutrons, like cold Fermi atoms tuned 
to resonance, have an interaction that is 
nearly strong enough to couple them in 
pairs. Such systems can have an extremely 
large pairing gap, of the order of the Fermi 
energy—that is, about 1000 times greater 
than found in electronic superconductors.
A gas of interacting fermions is in the 
unitary regime if the average separation 
between particles is large compared to 
their size, but small compared to their scat-
tering length. From the theoretical point 
of view, the properties of a fermion system 
in the unitary regime are remarkable, often 
being referred to as universal. Such a sys-
tem is at the crossroad between fermion 
and boson superfluids. Nuclear theorists, 
Nucleonic matter and Cold Fermions
using sophisticated quantum Monte Carlo 
techniques, provided the first reliable 
predictions of the ground-state energy, 
the superfluid transition temperature, and 
the pairing gap in the unitary regime. The 
predictions of the ground state energy 
(figure above) and the superfluid transi-
tion temperature (figure on the right) have 
been confirmed by atomic experiments.
The transition from superfluid to normal 
(i.e., nonsuperfluid) state also occurs as the 
populations of the two fermion species are 
altered. For large population imbalances, 
the Fermi surfaces of the two species are 
too well separated to allow pairing, and a 
normal state results. As the populations 
become more equal, a fully paired system 
occurs in the center of the trap. Future 
precise experiments measuring the total 
and difference populations, the density 
distributions of the two species, and their 
temperature dependence will provide 
fundamental tests of theories of strongly 
paired fermions clearly relevant to the 
study of superfluidity in nuclei, neutron 
matter, and quark matter. Future experi-
mental possibilities include the study of 
pairing in finite systems, such as nuclei and 
bulk condensed matter, and quantitative 
investigation of different types of hadrons 
arising from paired quarks in the quark-
gluon plasma.
Cold.fermions.at.unitarity ..A.fermion.condensate.appears.(left).(courtesy.of.G .B ..Partridge.and.



























Connectons to Other Felds
explosions of massive stars, also known as core-collapse supernovae, are an 
important link between the origin of the 
universe in the Big Bang and the forma-
tion and evolution of life on Earth. These 
explosions are the dominant source of 
most elements between oxygen and 
iron, and there is growing evidence that 
they are responsible for producing half 
of the elements heavier than iron. These 
explosions also have the potential to 
serve as cosmic laboratories for physics at 
extremes that are inaccessible in terres-
trial experiments—a potential that can 
be realized only by combining realistic, 
three-dimensional computer models with 
observations of neutrinos, gravitational 
waves, and the entire spectrum of photons 
from supernovae. 
As their name suggests, core-collapse 
supernovae result from the collapse of a 
star’s core, followed by the formation of 
the outgoing shockwave that is ultimately 
responsible for the explosion. These shock 
waves are driven outward through some 
combination of radiation pressure, acoustic 
energy, magnetic fields, and neutrinos. 
They are turbulent. And they involve mat-
ter at extremes of density and neutron 
richness, as well as poorly understood 
interactions between this extreme matter 
and neutrinos. Future advances in super-
nova theory will require the development 
of sophisticated macroscopic three-
dimensional models, sophisticated descrip-
tions of the microscopic physics involved 
in these stellar explosions, and large-scale 
computing.
The development of core-collapse 
supernova models must be based on 
sophisticated multidimensional simula-
tions (see figure below). In fact, the set of 
coupled partial differential equations that 
defines this problem is seven dimensional: 
three in space, three in momentum space 
for the radiation transport (for each of six 
neutrino species), and one in time. Carrying 
out such simulations will require new algo-
rithms that scale to computer architectures 
involving tens to hundreds of thousands 
of processors—architectures that are only 
now being planned. Hence, the ongo-
ing investments by both DOE and NSF in 
next-generation computational infrastruc-
tures are crucial to lasting progress on this 
central problem in nuclear astrophysics.
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discussed.in.a.report.Frontiers for Discovery in High Energy 
Density Physics,.prepared.by.the.National.Task.Force.on.High.






















Figure 5.2: Different types of plasmas in the temperature-density plane. The red line indicates 
schematically the boundary between weakly and strongly coupled plasmas. Trapped dense systems of 
ultra-cold atoms and quark-gluon plasmas are two examples of strongly coupled plasmas in the labora-
tory, at opposite temperature extremes. The high energy-density physics regime is where pressures 
exceed 1 Mbar. This corresponds approximately to those parts of the map where temperatures exceed 
3 × 106 degrees Kelvin or densities of more than 1029 particles/m3 are reached. The quark-gluon plasma 
holds the record in both directions.
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medical diagnostics and Therapy 
Radography 
Computerzed tomography 
Postron emsson tomography 
MRI (regular) 
MRI (wth polarzed noble gases) 
Photon therapy 
Partcle-beam therapes




Safety and National Security 
Arport safety and securty 
Large-scale X-ray scanners 
Nuclear materals detecton
Arms control and nonprolferaton 
Stockple stewardshp 
Trtum producton 
Space-radaton health effects 
Semconductor performance n 
radaton envronments
Food sterlzaton 
Electronc sngle-event upset testng
energy Production and exploration 
Nuclear reactors 
Ol-well loggng 
Research and development for next-
generaton nuclear reactors 





Accelerator mass spectrometry 
Atom-trap trace analyss 
Forensc dosmetry 
Proton-nduced X-ray emsson 
Rutherfold backscatterng 














Flux pnnng n hgh-Tc 
superconductors 
Free-electron lasers 
Cold and ultra-cold neutrons 
Sngle-event efforts 
Mcrophone filters



































about.them.can.be.found.at.http://www-nds .iaea .org/nrdc .
























and.Europe.(25 .7%) ..The.U .S ..users.are.almost.equally.
divided.among.government,.education,.and.all.other.types.of.
organizations ..
Table 5.2: Potental near-term applcatons of nuclear scence. 
Safety and National Security 
Large-scale neutron-beam scanner 
Large-scale gamma-ray beam scanner 
Large-scale imaging with muons 
Nuclear-reactor monitoring with antineutrino detector 
Figure 5.3: Number of retrievals from the USNDP databases at the NNDC 
from 1985 through 2007. This graph is from the USNDP Annual Report for 
FY2007.
Applcatons
The flow of cargo traffic into the United States is so immense—and is carried in 
so many different ways, including aircraft, 
trucks, and ocean vessels—that it is impos-
sible for authorities to search all of them 
manually for contraband. This fact creates 
a serious national security challenge: imag-
ine the havoc that terrorists would wreak 
with, say, one container of shielded nuclear 
material hidden inside a shipment of nor-
mal cargo. What’s needed is an automatic 
way to scan the cross-border shipments 
as they go by, without having to stop the 
vehicles, or open them up, or expose their 
human occupants to any extra radiation.
Making use of particle-detection meth-
ods originally developed for basic nuclear 
science, researchers at Los Alamos National 
Laboratory (LANL) have invented a new 
way to do just that. Their method relies 
upon the natural flux of energetic muons 
produced by cosmic rays striking the upper 
atmosphere. These muons propagate 
downward, bombarding the surface of the 
Earth at the rate of some 10,000 particles 
per square meter per minute. And then 
they keep on going, penetrating tens of 
meters into the rock beneath our feet. 
Years ago, the pioneering nuclear 








muon flux presented an 




pyramids, he was able 
to take an unconven-
tional “X-ray” of the 
pyramids’ interiors. 
The muon imaging 
system developed at 
LANL uses a different 
detection technique—
multiple-scattering 
radiography—but is in 
much the same spirit. 
With muon detectors 
deployed at major bor-
der checkpoints, every 
vehicle or shipping 
container entering the United States could 
be scanned while moving through at a low 
speed. Objects with large, unexplained 
masses, especially masses of high-Z mate-
rial, would create a characteristic perturba-
tion in the muon signal and could thus 
be identified for manual inspections. An 
artist’s rendition of the muon radiography 
is shown in the figure above.
To test this idea, Los Alamos physicists 
used a prototype muon scanner to make 
radiographs of both an engine and of an 
engine with a cube of lead hidden beside 
it. Lead was chosen because its density 
and atomic number are similar to that of 
potential nuclear contraband. The data are 
shown in the figure on the left.
Recently, a cooperative agreement 
between LANL and Decision Sciences 
Corp. has been put into 
place to deploy a muon 
radiography system for 



























































































































The U.S. Department of Homeland Security’s restrictions on carrying 
liquids aboard aircraft, as awkward as the 
rules may be for passengers struggling to 
fit everything into 3-ounce containers and 
1-quart Ziploc® bags, are rooted in a funda-
mental conundrum: liquid explosives must 
be stopped before they get on board. Yet 
current X-ray machines cannot distinguish 
between benign and hazardous liquids. 
Now, however, nuclear scientists at Los 
Alamos National Laboratory have sketched 
out a proof-of-principle concept, called 
MRIScreen, that promises to provide a bet-
ter solution.
The MRIScreen technology is a variation 
of an ultra-low field (ULF) nuclear magnetic 
resonance imaging approach that LANL 
has been applying to brain studies. The 
original idea was to carry out simultane-
ous MRI measurements of brain function 
and anatomy by exploiting a new regime 
of magnetic fields even weaker than that 
of the Earth. However, it turns out that the 
different MRI contrast provided by ULF 
may also prove useful for distinguishing 
between liquid materials. With funding 
from Department of Homeland Security, 
the LANL group has begun to test a new 
system based on the brain-imaging design, 
but optimized for differentiating between 
mRiScreen: Brain imaging technology Applied to Airport Security
liquids at a security check-
point. They are also working 
on a second system designed 
to explore how much further 
the ULF-MRI technology can 
be taken for security applica-
tions. And they are continu-
ing their brain-function and 
imaging work under funding 
from the NIH. Indeed, the 
researchers recently acquired 
the first-ever ULF-MRI image 
of a living human brain.
This application flows out 
of combining SQUID technol-
ogy with nuclear expertise in 
NMR. The scientists involved 
are also actively using 
SQUID detectors as part of 
the nuclear-physics-funded 
experiment to search for a 





























































































The development of nuclear weapons brought with it a need to observe 
and understand the dynamic behavior 
of materials when driven by high explo-
sives—a need that has become especially 
acute since the cessation of U.S. nuclear 
testing in 1989, which put a premium 
on accurate predictive models of such 
behavior. During much of that time, unfor-
tunately, the experimental tools to observe 
what happens in a high-power explosion 
remained pretty much unchanged from 
the Manhattan Project days.
Over the last decade, however, 
researchers at Los Alamos National 
Laboratory have developed a new imag-
ing technique that radiographs materi-
als during dynamic experiments using 
high-energy protons, rather than x-rays. 
Proton radiography allows researchers 
to make short movies and obtain much 
more detailed information on the motions 
and densities of materials when driven by 
shock compression than was ever pos-
sible before. The penetrating power, or 
long mean free path, of protons and the 
ability to focus them is opening up new 
opportunities for quantitative experi-
ments, accurate model development, and 
designer training. 
The protons used for this work are 
generated by the 800 MeV linear accelera-
tor that was originally built at LANL by the 
nuclear physics program. (It was called 
LAMPF when operated by nuclear physics.) 
The energy of the protons determines the 
thickness of the object that can be studied, 
as well as the spatial resolution that can 
be obtained. One 
key technology that 
enabled this applica-
tion, the system of 
magnetic lenses used 
to focus the protons 
into an image on the 
scintillation detectors, 
had previously been 
developed and refined 
by nuclear physicists 
over a number of years. 
Another key technol-
ogy, the high-speed 
digital cameras that 
capture the images, was 
developed specifically 
for this purpose. This camera technology 
has received both a research and develop-
ment 100 award and a Wall Street Journal 
Technology Innovation award, and is 
now being developed commercially by 
Teledyne Imaging Sensors.
The figure above shows sequential 
frames of a proton-radiography movie 
of the detonation of a high explosive 
beneath a tin disk about 5 cm in diameter 
and 0.6 cm thick. First, the detonation’s 
spherical shockwave bulges the disk. Then, 
when the compressive shockwave reflects 
from the disk’s upper surface, the shock 
becomes tensile, dislodging and levitat-









shockwave’s high pressure and tempera-
ture also melt the tin (light gray region 
connecting the flying saucer and bulge). 
These radiographs were made with pulses 
50 billionths of a second long and are 
spaced by 1 millionth of a second.
Over 300 dynamic proton radiogra-
phy experiments have been performed 
to date. Many focused on studying the 
detonation of high explosives, the motion 
of shockwaves through various materi-
als, shock-induced material damage, and 
shock-driven instabilities for the Stockpile 
Stewardship program. The proton radiog-
raphy facility at LANSCE has been also used 
to study the formation and flow of helium 
bubbles in mercury for target develop-
ment for the Oak Ridge Spallation Neutron 
Facility, coolant flow in engines for the Ford 
Motor Company, and the deflagration of 
high explosives.
In addition to its application for study-
ing the dynamical responses of materials 
in explosions, proton radiography provides 
the capability of imaging components 
inside of massive machinery. A proton 


























































Figure 5.4: Images of the same patient taken simultaneously in different 
modalities: CT (left), PET (middle), and PET/CT fusion (right). While the CT 
scan displays the patient’s anatomy, the PET scan shows (in black) areas of 
increased 18F-FDG uptake in the lung and spine of the patient. The fusion 
image shows the cancerous areas overlaid with the patient’s anatomy. 
(Image courtesy of Kevin Berger, M.D., Michigan State University.)
Figure 5.5: Image 
taken of a patient 
with the gamma-ray 
imager developed 
at JLAB. This image 
clearly shows a 
suspicious lesion, 
which was later 
confirmed by biopsy 
to be cancerous. A 
conventional mam-
mogram taken of the 
same patient did not 


















































Figure 5.6: Magnetic resonance image of polarized 129Xe inhaled by a human. Each frame is a snapshot of the absorption of the 






























































We recommend completion of the 12 GeV 
CeBAF Upgrade at Jefferson Lab. The Upgrade 
will enable new insights into the structure of the 
nucleon, the transition between the hadronic 
and quark/gluon descriptions of nuclei, and 






































We recommend construction of the Facility for 
Rare isotope Beams, FRiB, a world-leading 
facility for the study of nuclear structure, reac-
tions, and astrophysics. experiments with the 
new isotopes produced at FRiB will lead to a 
comprehensive description of nuclei, elucidate 
the origin of the elements in the cosmos, pro-
vide an understanding of matter in the crust of 
neutron stars, and establish the scientific foun-
dation for innovative applications of nuclear 






























science.portfolio.in.the.U .S . . . ..The.facility.for.rare-isotope.
beams.[FRIB].envisaged.for.the.United.States.would.provide.
capabilities.unmatched.elsewhere.that.will.directly.address.























We recommend a targeted program of experi-
ments to investigate neutrino properties and 
fundamental symmetries. These experiments 
aim to discover the nature of the neutrino, 
yet-unseen violations of time-reversal sym-
metry, and other key ingredients of the New 
Standard model of fundamental interactions. 
Construction of a Deep Underground Science 
and engineering Laboratory is vital to U.S. 









































The experiments at the Relativistic Heavy ion 
Collider have discovered a new state of mat-
ter at extreme temperature and density—a 
quark-gluon plasma that exhibits unexpected, 
almost perfect liquid dynamical behavior. We 
recommend implementation of the RHiC ii 
luminosity upgrade, together with detector 
improvements, to determine the properties of 






























































•	 We recommend the allocation of resources to 
develop accelerator and detector technology neces-
sary to lay the foundation for a polarized electron-
ion Collider. The eiC would explore the new QCD 
frontier of strong color fields in nuclei and precisely 














































to.solve.those.problems,.we recommend the funding of 
finite-duration, multi-institutional topical collaborations 






























will.be.strongly.enhanced.by.targeted support of proposal-
driven accelerator research and development supported 


























as.at.FRIB ..Thus.the construction of GRetA should begin 
upon successful completion of GRetiNA. This gamma-
ray energy tracking array will enable full exploitation of 
compelling science opportunities in nuclear structure, 







ments.for.the.future,.we must maintain a balance between 

























































































programs and develop new ones that address the goals of 
increasing the visibility of nuclear science in undergradu-
ate education and the involvement of undergraduates 
in research, and develop and disseminate materials and 
hands-on activities that demonstrate core nuclear science 




The spectacular successes of the U.S. nuclear science 
program in the past 30 years are directly attributable to 
investments made by the federal government with strate-
gic guidance provided by NSAC, which have enabled the 
community to exploit new scientific opportunities. Through 
this process, new facilities identified as high priority for 
their potential science discoveries have been built, and older 
ones have closed. Over time there has been a consolidation 
of resources around major user facilities as the complexity 
of instrumentation has increased. Yet small facilities still 
thrive, often by tackling very difficult problems that are best 
addressed by a combination of more modest-scale instru-
mentation and long, complex measurements. This mixture of 
opportunities from small to large continues to serve our field 
well. 
Over the past decade, nuclear science has been guided by 
two Long Range Plans—one published in 1996 and the other 
in 2002. The top priority of the field in both plans was to 
increase research funding and operations support to use exist-
ing facilities effectively. During this period, two new facilities 
came online—CEBAF at Jefferson Laboratory and RHIC at 
the Brookhaven National Laboratory—and one laboratory, 
the NSCL at MSU, carried out a major upgrade. Important 
new discoveries have come from the increased operations 
support of these flagship facilities, proving the wisdom of 
the 1996 and 2002 recommendations. But the emphasis 
on operations has come at a price to the field. Funding has 
been far below levels deemed necessary for a healthy nuclear 
science program in the past two plans. This funding short-
fall has eroded the support for research at universities and 
national laboratories, and has not allowed major new initia-
tives essential for the vitality of the field. 
7resources
Figure 7.1:  National Science Foundation funding history over the last decade inflation corrected to FY2007 dollars. 
Federal funding for nuclear science comes primarily from 
DOE and NSF. Over the past decade, the budget for nuclear 
science research and operations at NSF has been close to a 
constant dollar level. This has had the unfortunate conse-
quence of resulting in a significant drop in real support for 
the field after the effects of inflation are included, as shown in 
figure 7.1. As figure 7.2 indicates, DOE budgets for nuclear 
science over the last decade have been close to constant 
effort (with the exception of the disastrous FY2006 budget), 
effectively growing with inflation. This followed a period of 
declining budgets during the early 1990s as construction 
was completed at CEBAF. The major drop in funding in 
FY2006, coupled with poor out-year projections for improve-
ment, forced our field, with guidance provided by NSAC, to 
reluctantly consider the possibility of closing one of its major 
facilities prematurely. 
Nuclear science was not the only field with funding prob-
lems in FY2006. Indeed most areas in the physical sciences 
were strapped with declining budgets and out-year projec-
tions of constant effort, at best. The outlook changed dra-
matically, though, with the publication, in the fall of 2005, 
of the National Academy’s report Rising Above the Gathering 
Storm. In contrast to many previous studies warning of 
problems engendered by stagnant funding for the physi-
cal sciences, and the dire consequences for future economic 
growth, the National Academy study stimulated an immedi-
ate response. Follow-up discussions with leaders in Congress 
and the nation’s industries led President Bush to announce 
the American Competitiveness Initiative in January 2006. 
The administration requested in its FY2007 budget proposal 
that Congress double the budget for research in the physical 
sciences over the next decade. An increase of this scale has 
had bipartisan support in Congress for several years. This is 
best evidenced by letters to Appropriations Committee chairs 
that have been signed by a majority of members in the House 
and Senate calling for increased funding for the DOE’s 
Office of Science and NSF. The FY2007 budget resolution, 
























































































Figure 7.2:  Department of Energy funding history in FY2007 dollars. 
of the budget losses of FY2006, and the budget request for 
FY2008 places the Office of Nuclear Physics (ONP) on the 
budget-doubling trajectory of the American Competitiveness 
Initiative. 
As a consequence of the emphasis on supporting the base 
program (both research and facility operations), combined 
with tight budgets in the early years of this decade, no major 
construction in nuclear science has occurred in the United 
States since the completion of RHIC near the end of the last 
decade. In contrast, large new facilities for nuclear science are 
being built in Europe and Asia. This nearly 10-year period 
without major new construction is unprecedented in the his-
tory of U.S. nuclear science. The inevitable consequence is a 
program that is falling behind growing efforts in other parts 
of the world. If the United States is to maintain its world-
leading position in nuclear science, it is imperative that we 
immediately begin making investments in new tools, while 
continuing to pursue scientific opportunities at our world-
leading facilities. 
Present Program
The nuclear science program today encompasses research 
in four related subfields: neutrinos and fundamental sym-
metries; structure of atomic nuclei and nuclear astrophysics; 
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and the structure of 
hadrons; and the phases of QCD. Federal funding for the 
program in FY2007 was $423 million at DOE and $44 mil-
lion at NSF. This represented a substantial increase for DOE 
over the FY2006 budget allocation, but after correction for 
inflation, it corresponds to nearly constant effort funding 
compared to the DOE FY2005 budget. 
With the inherent interconnections between the four 
subfields, funding boundaries between them are diffuse. 
To provide an indication of the funding in each area, the 
approximate distribution of resources in the DOE and NSF 
FY2007 budgets, including operations support and theory, is 
shown in figures 7.3 and 7.4. In FY2007, operations support 
was provided for five user facilities, four funded by DOE—
ATLAS at ANL, CEBAF at JLAB, HRIBF at ORNL, and 
RHIC at BNL—and one funded by NSF—NSCL at MSU. 
In addition, the two agencies supported low-energy accelera-
tor-based programs at six university laboratories and one 
national laboratory. 
In the mid 1990s, the DOE nuclear physics budget 
declined as construction was completed at CEBAF. Support 
for operations grew as RHIC was completed in the late 
1990s, and reached about 60% of the DOE ONP budget. 
Operations support has stayed at approximately this same 
level for the past decade, even with the closure of two DOE 
national user facilities (Bates at MIT and the 88-Inch 
Cyclotron at LBL) following the last Long Range Plan. The 
combined research and operations funding at the ONP 
accounts for about 90% of the budget. NSF also closed one 
of its two user facilities in 2002. By FY2007, operations sup-
port at its remaining user facility was about 34% of the total 
NSF nuclear physics budget. 
Early in this decade, NSF created Physics Frontier Centers 
to foster interdisciplinary research. The Joint Institute for 
Nuclear Astrophysics (JINA) was formed in the fall of 2002 
as a Physics Frontier Center to stimulate closer interactions 
between astronomers and nuclear astrophysicists. The synergy 
between the members of JINA who represent the two fields 
has influenced both the requests for observational time and 
the nuclear physics experiments being carried out to under-
stand the observations. Around the same time the Scientific 
Discovery through Advanced Computing (SciDAC) program 
began at DOE. This program brings together scientists and 
mathematicians, often with very different expertise, to work 
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Figure 7.3:  NSF budget breakdown for FY2006 by category—QCD and 
hadrons (JLAB), phases of QCD, fundamental symmetries and neutri-
nos (FS/Neut) and low-energy (LE) studies of nuclear structure and 
astrophysics.
on important problems that require intensive computa-
tional effort. Problems in nuclear physics being attacked by 
SciDAC-funded teams include Lattice QCD calculations, 
simulations of stellar evolution and explosions, and nuclear 
structure and nuclear reaction calculations. This cross-disci-
plinary program has proven to be very valuable to the nuclear 
physics community. 
Future requirements
The four recommendations in this Plan can be accommo-
dated under a funding profile consistent with doubling the 
DOE ONP budget in actual year dollars over the next decade 
together with NSF funding for DUSEL, including some of 
the equipment for experiments to be carried out in DUSEL. 
The ONP budget assumed here is consistent with the request 
made in January 2006 to double the DOE Office of Science 
budget. The projected DOE ONP funding, including the 
major construction projects, is shown in figure 7.5. Within 
this budget profile, operations support would increase a bit 
slower than the assumed inflation rate through 2015 when it 
would begin to grow as new facilities come online. Research 
funding would have a very small but steady growth over 
inflation during the entire period. The majority of the growth 
in overall funding coming from the proposed doubling of the 
ONP budget would be invested in the construction of new 
tools that are essential to keep the field competitive. 
Three major construction projects, corresponding to 
Recommendations I, II, and IV in this Plan, are included in 
the ONP profile. The first of these is the upgrade of CEBAF 
to 12 GeV. A conceptual design report for the upgrade was 
completed in 2006, and funding is included in the FY2008 
president’s budget request to complete project engineering 
and design. Construction funding is scheduled to begin in 
FY2009. The upgrade involves adding more superconduct-
ing accelerator cavities to the existing machine, upgrading 
the recirculating bending magnets to handle higher energies, 
adding a new experimental hall, and upgrading some of the 
instrumentation in the present experimental halls. Most of 
the construction would be finished by the end of 2013 and 
the Upgrade completed in 2015. 
The second of the three projects is the construction of a 
next-generation facility for rare-isotope beams (FRIB). This 
has been a high priority for the nuclear science community 
since early in the decade. Initial plans were to construct a 
facility known as the Rare Isotope Accelerator (RIA). The 
central component of RIA was a superconducting heavy-ion 
linac that would accelerate uranium beams to 400 MeV/
nucleon at a beam power of 400 kW. In 2006, based on 
departmental and national priorities, budgetary constraints, 
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Figure 7.4:  DOE budget breakdown for FY2007 by category—QCD and hadrons (JLAB), phases of QCD, fundamental symme-
tries and neutrinos (FS/Neut) and low-energy (LE) studies of nuclear structure and astrophysics—for research and operations 
(a) and just research (b). 

















































































































undercutting.U .S ..leadership.in.these.areas.of.science.as.well .
If.budgets.fall.far.below.those.needed.to.implement.this.
Plan,.major.decisions.will.need.to.be.made.for.the.future.
directions.of.U .S ..nuclear.science ..The.staged.approach.of.
upgrades.and.new.facility.construction.that.has.been.put.
forward.already.delays.projects.ready.to.be.carried.out.sooner.
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FAiR   Facility.for.Antiproton.and.Ion.Research.at.GSI.
(Germany)
FDG  18F-labeled.fluorodeoxyglucose.(tracer.used.in.PET)
FeL    Free-Electron.Laser
FmA   Fragment.Mass.Analyzer.(ANL)
FNAL  Fermi.National.Accelerator.Laboratory
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GFmC   Greens.Function.Monte.Carlo
Gmm    Graphene-Magnet.Multilayers
GNeP    Global.Nuclear.Energy.Partnership
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mSU   Michigan.State.University.
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NmR   Nuclear.Magnetic.Resonance
NNDC  National.Nuclear.Data.Center
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